VMARICOPA
ASSOCIATION of

GOVERNMENTS

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 4 Phoenix, Arizona 85003
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April 15,2008
TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council
FROM: Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Meeting - 5:00 p.m.

Wednesday, April 23, 2008

MAG Office, Suite 200 - Saguaro Room
302 North I Avenue, Phoenix

Dinner - 6:30 p.m.
MAG Office, Suite 200

The next Regional Council meeting will be held at the MAG offices at the time and place noted above. Members
of the Regional Council may attend either in person, by videoconference or by telephone conference call.
Members who wish to remove any items from the Consent Agenda are requested to contact the MAG office.
MAG will host a dinner/reception for the Regional Council members following the meeting in the MAG Cholla
Room on the 2nd floor. Supporting information is enclosed for your review.

Please park in the garage underneath the building. Parking places will be reserved for Regional Council members
on the first and second levels of the garage. Bring your ticket to the meeting, parking will be validated. For those
using transit, the Regional Public Transportation Authority will provide transit tickets for your trip. Forthose using
bicycles, please lock your bicycle in the bike rack in the garage.

Pursuant to Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), MAG does not discriminate on the basis of
disability in admissions to or participation in its public meetings. Persons with a disability may request a reasonable
accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting the MAG office. Requests should be made as
early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.

If you have any questions, please call the MAG office.

o MAG Management Committee
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MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL
TENTATIVE AGENDA
April 23, 2008

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED

[ Call to Order

2. Pledge of Allegiance

3. Call to the Audience 3. Information.

An opportunity will be provided to members of
the public to address the Regional Council on
items not scheduled on the agenda that fall under
the jurisdiction of MAG, or on items on the
agenda for discussion but not for action. Citizens
will be requested not to exceed a three minute
time period for their comments. A total of |5
minutes will be provided for the Call to the
Audience agenda item, unless the Regional
Council requests an exception to this limit. Please
note that those wishing to comment on agenda
items posted for action will be provided the
opportunity at the time the item is heard.

4, Executive Director’s Report 4, Information and discussion.

The MAG Executive Director will provide a
report to the Regional Council on activities of
general interest.

5. Approval of Consent Agenda ' 5. Approval of the Consent Agenda.

Council members may request that an item be
removed from the consent agenda. Prior to
action on the consent agenda, members of the
audience will be provided an opportunity to
comment on consent items. Consent items are
marked with an asterisk (¥).

ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONSENT*

MINUTES
*5A.  Approval of the March 26, 2008 Meeting Minutes 5A.  Review and approval of the March 26, 2008

meeting minutes.




MAG Regional Council -- Tentative Agenda
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*5B.

*5C.

TRANSPORTATION ITEMS

Project Changes: Amendments, and
Administrative Modifications to the FY 2008-20 12
MAG Transportation Improvement Program

The FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) was approved by
Regional Council on July 25, 2007. Since that
time, there have been requests from member
agencies to modify projects in the programs. The
proposed amendments and administrative
modifications to the FY' 2008-2012 TIP are listed
in Table A. The amendments include adding the
noise reduction study at ADOT, repackaging of
two City of Tempe projects into one, and adding
six Transportation Enhancement Projects that
were approved by the ADOT Board in
November 2007. An administrative modification
does not require a conformity determination. The
Transportation Review Committee and the
Management Committee recommended approval
of these project changes. Since the Management
Committee’s recommendation, there has been
an additional project identified by the City of
Chandler that requests a modification. This item
is on the April 16, 2008, Transportation Policy
Committee agenda. An update will be provided
on action taken by the Committee. Please refer
to the enclosed material.

ADOT Requested Change to Statewide
Transportation Acceleration Needs (STAN)

Projects

ADOT has requested that a small change in the
funding from the State Transportation
Acceleration Needs (STAN) account that was
approved by MAG in December 2006 be
modified slightly to decrease the funding by $1.0
million for the [-10: Sarival to Verrado Way
project and increase the funding by $500,000
each forthe L303: Bell Road Crossing and for the
L303: Cactus and Waddell Road Crossing
projects. This has determined that the $1.0
million is not required to complete the I-10
project and the additional funding is needed for
the L303 projects. There is no fiscal impact on

5B.

5C.

Approval of amendments and administrative
modifications to the FY 2008-2012
Transportation Improvement Program, and as
appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan
2007 Update, as shown in the attached table.

Approval of the ADOT request to decrease the
funding by $1.0 million for the I-10: Sarival to
Verrado Way project and increase the funding by
$500,000 each for the L303: Bell Road crossing
and for the L303: Cactus and Waddell Road
crossing projects.
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the MAG Freeway Program. The Transportation
Review Committee and the Management
Committee  recommended approval of the
project change. This item is on the April 16,
2008, Transportation Policy Committee agenda.
An update will be provided on action taken by the
Committee.  Please refer to the enclosed
material.

MAG Commuter Rail Strategic Plan

Since February 2007, MAG has been working on
a Commuter Rail Strategic Plan, which will
establish a framework for implementing
commuter rail service in Maricopa County and
northern Pinal County. The MAG consultant
provided project briefings to the Management
Committee, Transportation Policy Committee,
and Regional Council in November and
December 2007. On March 27, 2008, the
Transportation Review Committee
recommended to accept the Commuter Ralil
Strategic Plan, and for MAG to proceed with the
first four implementation steps identified on page
nine of the Executive Summary: 1) Ongoing
Coordination; 2) Union Pacific Passenger Rail
Coordination; 3) Burlington Northern Santa Fe
Railway Coordination; and 4) Regional Transit
Planning. The Transportation Review Committee
and the Management Committee recommended
acceptance. This item is on the April 16, 2008,
Transportation Policy Committee agenda. An
update will be provided on action taken by the
Committee.  Please refer to the enclosed
material.

ADOT Red Letter Process

In June 1996, the MAG Regional Council
approved the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) Red Letter process,
which requires MAG member agencies to notify
ADOT of potential development activities in
freeway alignments. Development activities
include actions on plans, zoning and permits.
ADOT has forwarded a list of notifications from
July 1, 2007, to December 31, 2007. Upon
request any of the notices can be removed from

5D.

S5E.

Acceptance of the Commuter Rail Strategic Plan
as the guiding implementation framework for
commuter rail, and for MAG to proceed with the
first four implementation steps identified on page
nine of the Executive Summary: |) Ongoing
Coordination; 2) Union Pacific Passenger Rail
Coordination; 3) Burlington Northern Santa Fe
Railway Coordination; and 4) Regional Transit
Planning.

Information and discussion.
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the consent agenda and returned for action at a
future meeting. Please refer to the enclosed
material.

AIR QUALITY ITEMS

Conformity Consultation

The Maricopa Association of Governments is
conducting consultation on conformity
assessments for anamendment and administrative
modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation |Improvement Program. The
proposed amendment includes the addition of six
Valley Metro Transportation Enhancement funded
projects in fiscal years 2008, 2009, and 2010, and
a new Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADQOT) Noise Reduction Study project in FY
2008. In addition, an administrative modification
is required for the repackaging of City of Tempe
pedestrian and bicycle facility projects on College
Avenue, and to increase funding for two ADOT
projects. Since this item was on the Management
Committee for consultation, there has been an
additional project identified by the City of
Chandler that needs a modification. The
amendment includes projects that may be
categorized as exempt and minor project
revisions that do not require a conformity
determination. The comment period on the
conformity assessments is now extended to April
23, 2008. Please refer to the enclosed material.

GENERAL ITEMS

Discussion and Update on the Draft FY 2009
MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual

Budget

Each year, the MAG Unified Planning Work
Program and Annual Budget is developed
incrementally in conjunction with member agency
and publicinput. The Work Program is reviewed
each year in April by the federal agencies and
approved by the Regional Council in May. This
presentation and review of the draft FY 2009
MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual
Budget represent the budget document

5F.

5G.

Consultation.

Information.
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development to-date. There are two changes to
the new project requests for FY 2009: An
additional project has been added in the
Transportation Division, Travel Demand Model-
Pinal County Review, for $80,000; the
Environmental Air Quality Associate for $80,000
has been removed from the new project list. The
elements of the budget document are about 80
percent complete. Please refer to the enclosed
material.

Revision to the Social Services Block Grant
Allocation Recommendations

On February 27, 2008, the MAG Regional
Council approved the allocation
recommendations for the locally planned Social
Services Block Grant dollars be forwarded to the
Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES).
On March 13, 2008, the MAG Human Services
Technical Committee recommended approval of
moving $55,693 from the pregnant/parenting
youth category to the basic needs category in the
same target group. This revision will allow the
agency that receives the funding, the City of
Phoenix, to better utilize these funds while
continuing to offer services to pregnant teens
through other programs. The program that has
historically received these funds has been
eliminated. This revision will leave $38,283 in the
pregnant/parenting youth category for use by
other agencies. The MAG Human Services
Technical Committee and the MAG Management
Committee  recommended approval of the
revision. Please refer to the enclosed material.

Nominating Committee

Each April, the Chair of the Regional Council
appoints a five-member Nominating Committee
from the Regional Council. According to the
Nominating Process, revised by the Regional
Council in April 2002, the Nominating
Committee develops a slate of seven candidates.
These candidates include a Chair, Vice Chair,
Treasurer, the Past Chair, and three members
at-large. If the Past Chair is not a current
member of the Council, the Nominating

5H.

51,

Approval that the revised SSBG allocation
recommendations for FY 2008-2009 to be
forwarded to the Arizona Department of
Economic Security.

Announcement of the appointment of the
members of the Nominating Committee by the
Chair of the Regional Council.
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Committee nominates an additional at-large
member. The past Chair of the Regional
Coundil, if still a current member, serves as Chair
of the Nominating Committee. The Nominating
Committee is required to provide a balanced slate
of officers. The slate of nominations is forwarded
to all of the Regional Council members at least
two weeks prior to the annual meeting in June.
A report on the members of the Nominating
Committee will be provided at the Regional
Council meeting. Please refer to the enclosed
material.

Regional Office Center Update and Consideration
of Executive Committee Actions

Atthe March 26, 2008 Regional Council meeting,
the future of the Regional Office Center project
was discussed. Staff was directed to invite the
partnering agencies (MAG, RPTA, METRO), and
the Arizona Municipal Water Users Association
(AMWUA) to participate in a joint meeting of the
boards to discuss the issues involving the Regional
Office Center Project to determine if the project
will move forward. To prepare for this joint board
meeting, staff was directed to work with the
other three regional agencies to schedule a
preliminary meeting, consisting of policy board
members and directors, to identify the issues that
are outstanding for each of the agencies. This
information would be used to prepare the
agendas for a joint meeting of up to four boards
on April 23,2008.

On April 7, 2008, the pre-meeting was held and
steps were identified to move the project
forward. It was determined that the respective
agencies would consider these steps at their April
board meeting.

On April 14, 2008, the MAG Regional Council
Executive Committee reviewed these steps and
recommended the following: |) Analyze the
currentagency leases and project staff growth and
the amount that would be spent in the next |5
years and apply that amount as a tentative budget
to consider at different development sites; 2)
Direct staff to identify buildings for sale and/or

Approval to | ) Analyze the current agency leases
and project staff growth and the amount that
would be spent in the next |5 years and apply
that amount as a tentative budget to consider at
different development sites; 2) Direct staff to
identify buildings for sale and/or lease in the
Greater Phoenix Metro area; 3) Request David
Kaye, the owner of the property at [
Avenue/McKinley, to negotiate a first right of
refusal on the property and terminate the
payment of $38,000 per month.
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lease in the Greater Phoenix Metro area; 3)
Request David Kaye, the owner of the property
at | Avenue/McKinley, to negotiate afirst right of
refusal on the property and terminate the
payment of $38,000 per month. Please refer to
the enclosed material.

ITEMS PROPOSED TO BE HEARD

TRANSPORTATION ITEMS
6. Transportation Planning Update 6. Information, discussion and input by the Regional
Council.

For the past three years, MAG has been engaged
with the regional planning organizations
throughout Arizona to work collaboratively to
address Arizona’s growth and transportation
issues. Concurrently, MAG has been working to
address high growth areas in the MAG region
with the Hassayampa Valley and Hidden Valley
Framework studies. MAG has also initiated a
Transit Framework Study and will be initiating an
update of the Regional Transportation Plan.
These studies along with a statewide
Transportation Reconnaissance Study have laid
the foundation for a statewide transportation
planning effort by the Arizona Department of
Transportation. A report on these activities will
be provided to the Regional Council. Please refer
to the enclosed material.

AIR QUALITY ITEMS

7. Maricopa County Clean Air Initiative 7. Information and discussion.

On February 13, 2008, Maricopa County kicked
off its new clean air initiative called Running Out of
Air. Cleaning the air is this region’s main focus.
Maricopa County is committing to thirty-eight
dust pollution prevention measures in the MAG
2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 which was
submitted to the Environmental Protection
Agency. In addition to ramping up staff and
increasing enforcement, Maricopa County is
informing the public about dust pollution and
asking all residents to do their part by making a
clean air commitment.
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8.

GENERAL ITEMS

Legislative Update

An update will be provided on legislative issues of
interest. Please refer to the enclosed material.

Comments from the Council

An opportunity will be provided for Regional
Council members to present a brief summary of
current events. The Regional Council is not
allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or take
action at the meeting on any matter in the
summary, unless the specific matter is properly
noticed for legal action.

8.

9.

Information, discussion and possible action.

Information.




MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL COUNCIL MEETING

March 26, 2008
MAG Office, Saguaro Room
Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park
* Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa Co.
# Councilmember Robin Barker, Apache Junction Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa
# Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale Mayor Ed Winkler, Paradise Valley
+Councilmember Elaine May for # Mayor Bob Barrett, Peoria
Mayor Bobby Bryant, Buckeye Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Phoenix
* Mayor Wayne Fulcher, Carefree # Mayor Art Sanders, Queen Creek
* Councilmember Dick Esser, Cave Creek * President Diane Enos, Salt River
Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
Mayor Fred Waterman, El Mirage Mayor Lyn Truitt, Surprise
* President Clinton Pattea, Fort McDowell Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe
Yavapai Nation * Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson
* Mayor Wally Nichols, Fountain Hills * Mayor Ron Badowski, Wickenburg
# Mayor Fred Hull, Gila Bend Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown
* Governor William Rhodes, Gila River Indian Felipe Zubia, State Transportation Board
Community * Vacant, State Transportation Board
Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert * David Martin, Citizens Transportation
* Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale Oversight Committee

Mayor Rebecca Jimenez, Guadalupe
* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Attended by telephone conference call.
+ Attended by videoconference call.

1. Call to Order

The meeting of the MAG Regional Council was called to order by Chair James M. Cavanaugh at
5:08 p.m.

2. Pledge of Allegiance

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.



Chair Cavanaugh noted that Councilmember Robin Barker, Mayor Bob Barrett, Mayor Fred Hull, Mayor
Lopez Rogers, and Mayor Art Sanders were participating by teleconference, and Councilmember Elaine
May, as proxy for Mayor Bobby Bryant, was participating by videoconference.

Chair Cavanaugh stated that Mayor Jimenez from Guadalupe had brought a special guest to the meeting.
Mayor Jimenez introduced Michelle Smythe, a photojournalism student from the Walter Cronkite
School of Journalism at Arizona State University. Ms. Smythe is writing an article on Mayor Jimenez.

Chair Cavanaugh noted materials at each place: A revised agenda and a memorandum for agenda item
#5B, and an updated bill summary chart for agenda item #7. Transit tickets and parking validation were

available to meeting attendees.

Call to the Audience

Chair Cavanaugh noted that public comment cards were available to members of the audience who wish
to speak on items not scheduled on the agenda that fall under the jurisdiction of MAG, or on items on
the agenda for discussion but not for action. Citizens are requested not to exceed a three minute time
period for their comments. A total of 15 minutes is provided for the Call to the Audience agenda item,
unless the Regional Council requests an exception to this limit. Those wishing to comment on agenda
items posted for action will be provided the opportunity at the time the item is heard. Chair Cavanaugh
noted that no public comment cards had been turned in.

Executive Director’s Report

Dennis Smith, MAG Executive Director, provided a report to the Regional Council on activities of
general interest.

Mr. Smith noted that the Housing and Regional Transportation Human Services Coordination
Conference is scheduled to be held at the Desert Willow Conference Center on April 8, 2008. He stated
that the purpose of the conference is to discuss best practices to better coordinate housing and
transportation. Mr. Smith stated that the cost is $35 and scholarships are available. He said that
registrations are due March 31, 2008, and so far, more than 200 people have registered.

Mr. Smith stated that MAG will host a Socioeconomic Modeling Working Group meeting February 28
through March 1, 2008. He noted that representatives from eight Councils of Governments and
Metropolitan Planning Organizations nationwide will review the current state-of-the-art in
socioeconomic modeling. Mr. Smith noted that MAG’s work, in conjunction with the University of
Washington, is considered a best practice.

Mr. Smith stated that the Regional Council Executive Committee recommended that MAG participate
in the River of Trade Corridor Coalition (ROTCC) as a one year pilot program. He noted that this
involves hosting an ROTCC meeting. Mr. Smith reported that the meeting, along with a half day
Arizona Transportation Summit, is being planned for May 29-30, 2008, at the Wigwam Resort, and all
MAG member agencies will be invited to this event. He stated that Arizona issues and public/private



5.

SA.

5B.

5C.

partnerships will be topics at the Summit. Chair Cavanaugh encouraged attendance at these events.
Chair Cavanaugh thanked Mr. Smith for his report. No questions from the Council were noted.

Approval of Consent Agenda

Chair Cavanaugh noted that agenda items #5A through #5F were on the consent agenda. He noted that
no public comment cards had been received. Chair Cavanaugh asked members if they had questions or
requests to hear an item individually. None were noted.

Chair Cavanaugh called for a motion to approve consent agenda items #5A, #5B, #5C, #5D, #5E, and
#5F. Mayor Hallman moved, Mayor Hawker seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

Approval of the February 27, 2008 Meeting Minutes

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the February 27, 2008 meeting minutes.

Request to Accelerate the Union Hills/I.oop 101 Traffic Interchange Widening

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the proposed acceleration of the Union Hills Traffic
Interchange widening project contingent on MAG entering into the IGA with ADOT and the City of
Peoria, and an amendment to the FY 2008 - FY 2012 Transportation Improvement Program and
conformity determination. The City of Peoria is interested in accelerating the widening of the Union
Hills Traffic Interchange (TT) bridge at the Loop 101 which is currently scheduled for construction by
the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) in FY 2012. An arterial street project to construct
a Beardsley Road Connector with the Loop 101 is scheduled for construction in the fall of 2008. Given
the proximity of the Beardsley Road Connector project to the Union Hills TI significant cost and
convenience benefits accrue if both projects are constructed at the same time. ADOT concurs with the
request to accelerate the Union Hills TI widening project. To facilitate the advancement of the Union
Hills TI, Peoria has requested a HELP loan of $9.91 million to finance the acceleration. The ADOT Life
Cycle Freeway Program has this project programmed for $18 million so substantial cost savings are
expected. Peoria has requested that the interest expense be shared in accordance with the MAG
Highway Acceleration Policy. The Management Committee recommended approval.

Section 5310 Elderly and Individuals with Disabilities Transportation Program Applications

The Regional Council, by consent, approved forwarding the priority listing of applicants for FT'A Elderly
and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Program to the Arizona Department of Transportation. On
February 29, 2008, the MAG FT A Elderly and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Program Ad Hoc
Committee developed a priority listing for the applications received for Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) Section 5310 funding. FTA provides these funds to the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) for capital assistance to agencies and public bodies that provide transportation services for
people who are elderly and for people who have a disability. This year, 20 applications were submitted
for capital assistance awards. Forty-five van requests, two radio requests, one software request, and three
mobility manager requests were received and considered by the Committee. The Management
Committee recommended forwarding the priority listing to ADOT.

3



5D. Status Update on the June 30, 2007 Single Audit and Management Letter Comments, MAG's

SE.

Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) and OMB Circular A-133 Reports (i.e., "Single
Audit") for the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2007

The Regional Council, by consent, accepted the MAG Comprehensive Annual Financial Report and
Single Audit Report for the year ended June 30, 2007. The accounting firm of Cronstrom, Osuch and
Company, PC has completed the audit of MAG's Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) and
Single Audit for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2007. An unqualified audit opinion was issued on
January 12, 2008 on the financial statements of governmental activities, the aggregate discretely
presented component units, each major fund and the aggregate remaining fund information. The
independent auditors' report on compliance with the requirements applicable to major federal award
programs, expressed an unqualified opinion on the Single Audit. The Single Audit report indicated there
were no reportable conditions in MAG's internal control over financial reporting considered to be
material weaknesses, no instances of noncompliance considered to be material and no questioned costs.
The Single Audit report had no new or repeat findings. Two Management Letter comments were issued
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2007 and these are described with the management resolution by MAG
in the attached memorandum. The CAFR financial statements and related footnotes were prepared in
accordance with the Government Finance Officers Association's (GFOA) standards for the Certificate
of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting awards program. Management intends to submit
the June 30, 2007 CAFR to the GFOA awards program for review. If awarded the certificate for the
June 30, 2007 CAFR, this would be the agency's tenth consecutive award. The MAG Management
Committee recommended acceptance.

Development of the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget

Each year staff develops the MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget. The Work
Program is reviewed in April by the federal agencies and approved by the Regional Council in May.
The proposed budget information is being presented incrementally in parallel with the development of
the budget information. This presentation and review of the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work
Program and Annual Budget represent the budget document development to-date. Due to current
economic conditions, MAG is proposing no increase in estimated dues and assessments. The individual
member dues and assessments may change due to population allocation, but the overall dues and
assessments total of $606,550 remains the same amount as FY 2008. Each year new projects are
proposed for inclusion in the MAG planning efforts. These new project proposals come from the
various MAG technical committees, policy committees and other discussions with members and
stakeholders regarding joint efforts within the region. These projects are subject to review and input by
the committees as they go through the budget process. The proposed new projects for FY 2009 were
provided for the February 13 Management Committee meeting and the February 27 Regional Council
meeting. Since the new projects for FY 2009 were presented in February, there have been three changes
to the project list. An Air Quality Associate for $80,000 has been deleted and two transportation
projects have been added to the proposed list. A transportation project entitled, “MAG Travel Demand
Modeling - Pinal County Review,” has been added for $80,000. The MAG Travel Demand model
extends far into Pinal County and the travel demand in Maricopa County also reflects the population and
economic activity in Pinal County. As input, the model uses socioeconomic projections and the road
network in Pinal County. Using the planning resources and data that have been collected by CAAG,

4-



5SF.

CAAG will provide the review and changes necessary to accurately portray the projections and
transportation network in Pinal County. In addition, a transportation project titled, “Safety Evaluation
of the MAG Elderly Mobility Sign Project On-Call,” budgeted for $50,000 has been added to new
project requests. The MAG Transportation Safety Committee and the MAG Elderly Mobility
Stakeholders Group initiated a Sign Project in FY 2008 in which sixteen jurisdictions are installing street
name signs with larger font sizes, advanced street name signs, and internal illumination signs based on
the FHWA Guidelines and Recommendations to Accommodate Older Drivers and Pedestrians. One
component of this sign installation program is a safety evaluation element which will be addressed by
this project. An updated proposed project list is included in the “MAG Programs in Brief” to reflect the
proposed project changes. The FY 2009 budgeted expenses for MAG show an overall decrease of about
2.1 percent from last year. This decrease is, in part, due to a decrease in the budgeted amounts for
overhead and a 50 percent reduction in proposed capital expenditures. The reason for the large capital
decrease is that a majority of MAG’s capital equipment inventory is computer hardware which is on a
replacement cycle of approximately every three years. MAG staff has an annual performance evaluation
in June and based on performance, salary increases that average up to five percent may be awarded.
There are no new staff positions being requested for FY 2009 and FTE at MAG remains at 75.25. This
item was on the agenda for information.

MAG 208 Water Quality Management Plan Amendment for the City of Goodyear Sonoran Valley
Planning Area

The Regional Council, by consent, approved the MAG 208 Water Quality Management Plan
Amendment for the City of Goodyear Sonoran Valley Planning Area. The City of Goodyear has
requested that MAG amend the 208 Water Quality Management Plan to include four water reclamation
facilities (WRFs) for the Sonoran Valley Planning Area. The ultimate capacities for the State Land
WRF and Southern Region WRF would be 4.75 million gallons per day (mgd) and 24 mgd, respectively.
The Section 23 WRF and Section 28 WRF would each have an ultimate capacity limited to 0.6 mgd.
Reclaimed water from the four facilities would be disposed of through reuse, recharge, and Arizona
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit discharge points to the Waterman Wash. The project
is located within three miles of the City of Avondale, Town of Buckeye, City of Maricopa, the Gila
River Indian Community, and unincorporated Maricopa and Pinal Counties. To date, five of the six
entities have indicated no objections. The public hearing on the draft amendment was conducted on
February 13, 2008. The MAG Water Quality Advisory Committee and the MAG Management
Committee recommended approval of the Draft 208 Plan Amendment.

Regional Office Center Update

Mr. Smith reviewed the latest actions taken on the Regional Office Center (ROC) project. On
December 19, 2007, the Regional Council, Valley Metro Rail (METRO), and the Regional Public
Transportation Authority (RPTA) Boards approved a Memorandum of Cooperation with each agency
providing $330,000 for shared costs. These costs included approximately $38,000 monthly payments
on the land through August 2008, legal bond counsel and construction manager costs to date, and the
Ryan Companies’ indemnification for approximately $525,000. Mr. Smith noted that the MAG
Regional Council also accepted the Design Build Rankings from the Title 34 procurement process.



Mr. Smith stated that since the December Regional Council meeting, MAG has received the documents
from the Ryan Companies and delivered them to McCarthy. He said that McCarthy offered to do a level
of confidence estimate for the building at their cost. At the February 19, 2008, Regional Council
Executive Committee meeting, the Committee heard a report from McCarthy that a value engineering
process is needed to remain within the building budget.

Mr. Smith stated that the Valley Metro Board requested that they would like the partners to share in the
potential downside if they could not sublet their existing office space once it was vacated. He stated that
the Executive Committee noted that this was not a part of the Memorandum of Cooperation and it would
be the responsibility of Valley Metro Rail.

Mr. Smith stated that on February 19, 2008, the Executive Committee recommended the Amended and
Restated Memorandum of Cooperation (MOC), and authorized the MAG Executive Director to enter
into a preconstruction services contract with McCarthy Building Companies contingent upon approval
of the Amended and Restated MOC by the other agency boards without further changes. He noted that
the Executive Committee also recommended approval of MAG increasing the amount of the maximum
shared cost by $220,000, bringing the total to $550,000. He said that $500,000 of this funding, to be
equally shared by the agencies, would provide for a preconstruction services contract with McCarthy
to receive a guaranteed maximum price (GMP) for the project.

Mr. Smith stated that on February 20, 2008, the Valley Metro Board voted unanimously to approve the
Amended and Restated Memorandum of Cooperation increasing the maximum of shared equal costs
among the agencies from $330,000 to $550,000 each, and authorized entering into a preconstruction
services contract with McCarthy Building Companies, with the request that MAG and the RPTA assist
Valley Metro Rail in assuming possible liability in their current lease upon locating in the Regional
Office Center.

Mr. Smith stated that on February 21, 2008, by a vote of 7-6, the RPTA Board approved the Amended
and Restated Memorandum of Cooperation increasing their share of costs from $330,000 to $550,000,
and authorized entering into a preconstruction services contract with McCarthy to exceed $500,000. Mr.
Smith noted that there were several questions on the building, and MAG was requested to return to the
RPTA Board on March 20 to provide information.

Mr. Smith reported that at the March 17, 2008, Regional Council Executive Committee meeting, the
Committee discussed the status of the Regional Office Center project and the actions of the Valley
Metro Rail Board and the RPTA Board that had transpired since the February Executive Committee
meeting. He stated that the Executive Committee recommended the following: 1) Terminate the terms
of the Memorandum of Cooperation (MOC) for the Regional Office Center with the RPTA and METRO
based on METRO’s action to not accept the Amended and Restated MOC without further changes, and
2) Direct MAG staff to inform McCarthy Building Companies that negotiations regarding the Regional
Office Center are suspended until further notice from MAG. The Committee also directed MAG staff
to explore other options for MAG office space and present that information at a future meeting.

Mr. Smith expressed his appreciation to the Executive Committee, who considered the Regional Office
Center at 14 meetings, to the Regional Council, who voted eight times on various aspects of the project,
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and to the Regional Office Center partners. He also thanked thank Mayor Hawker who believed in the
merits of this project and led the Building Lease Working Group.

Mr. Smith stated that this project is at a crossroads; the building project was started in January 2005.
He stated that the action before the Regional Council acknowledges that as this project is about ready
to be launched, there is a renegotiation request by one agency and a narrow vote by another agency. Mr.
Smith stated that the LLC is formed, the credit report is ready is receive a market indicators report,
McCarthy is ready to proceed on the project, option payments have been made on the land, the GPLET
terms have been negotiated with the City of Phoenix, the attorneys from the partnering agencies have
discussed the form of lease, and the Industrial Development Authority is ready to go forward.

Mr. Smith stated that the major premise of the project was that is was important for three regional
transportation agencies to locate in the same building to further improve efficiency and communication
and to have shared meeting space that is convenient for the member agencies and at the end of financing
the project to own the building.

Mr. Smith shared some of the criticisms heard on the building: It is not necessary for the agencies to be
together; the proposed building is not large enough if all of the local transit agencies consolidate in the
future; the project is too costly; the economy is down and now is not the right time to move forward on
this project; this is a MAG project and agencies want to do their own building; the project is in the
wrong location; this is a bad business deal for MAG; the project has gone on too long.

Mr. Smith stated that MAG is a regional planning organization and a Council of Governments, and
cannot be continually planning a building. He stated that MAG needs to move forward on a project that
will happen.

Mayor Hawker stated he supported the premise of sharing expenses, personnel, and payroll, etc., and
a consolidated location made some sense. He commented that if a government has a 20-year mission
and they know they have funding, it makes more sense to build equity rather than leasing. In
anticipating additional needs, doing so would leave an asset that could always be sold. Mayor Hawker
stated that addressing long term needs, as opposed to leasing makes sense and avoids the disruption and
expense caused by moving. He commented that sharing facilities was a positive. Mayor Hawker
remarked that it is possible to find lease space at a lower cost, for example, the City of Mesa has a closed
Wal Mart on the light rail line, but he was not sure that is the quality location desired for employees or
the location representative of a regional building. Mayor Hawker stated that he liked the concept of
owning a building and not continuing to lease. He commented that in retrospect, if this process could
be redone, MAG would not be the lead agency and all four boards would sit at the table. Mayor Hawker
suggested that the Regional Council consider convening a group meeting, including AMWUA, to
jointly discuss the project and make a final decision whether or not to continue. We keep hearing the
boards are making decisions, but he was not sure the action is representative of the feeling of the city
behind the representative. Mayor Hawker stated that he may be on the AMWUA and RPTA boards, but
he represents the City of Mesa and he wants to see holistically if this is a good idea, and vote not from
the perspective of the representative of just one agency.



Mayor Hawker moved that the Regional Council convene an agency meeting with the boards of MAG,
RPTA, Valley Metro Rail, and AMWUA, to jointly discuss the Regional Office Center project and make
a final decision on whether to convene or continue to regionally cooperate on a joint use building. Vice
Mayor Neely seconded.

Mayor Hallman expressed his appreciation for the passion and extraordinary amount of work by Mayor
Hawker and Mr. Smith to create the opportunity for agencies to work synergistically. He said that he had
adifferent obligation to each organization because there are different interests involved. Mayor Hallman
suggested having communication at the political and staff leadership levels to fully understand the issues
before terminating the project. He agreed with not dragging out the issue interminably. Mayor Hallman
said that generations from now, there will probably be a single transportation group and this should not
be treated as separate pieces. Mayor Hallman stated that he wholeheartedly supported Mayor Hawker’s
idea of having a conversation of policy makers and senior staff. He indicated he would be glad to work
on this alongside Mayor Hawker.

Chair Cavanaugh asked Mayor Hawker if he was suggesting representatives or the entire boards meet.
Mayor Hawker replied that there could be difficulties in the time required to appoint members to
subcommittees; with a 7-6 vote at RPTA, it could take them a few meetings to decide who to send.
Mayor Hawker commented that his idea was to convene an historic meeting with the boards, legal
representatives, and Executive Directors to make a decision on whether to proceed with the Regional
Office Center.

Mayor Hallman commented that having all board members in attendance could be more unworkable,
but he would be willing to explore any road recommended by Mayor Hawker. He stated that he did not
think who the representatives are was as important as starting the discussion to identify the issues that
caused six RPTA representatives to say no and see if those issues can be overcome. Mayor Hallman
commented that even if Valley Metro Rail went forward with the project, would it be desirable to move
forward with an organization that is split and down the road changed its mind which makes the project
more difficult to finish. Mayor Hallman stated that he would like to know those issues in detail. A
working group could do that and report back to the four agencies within 30 days. He stated that at that
time, the bodies could decide to move forward or not.

Vice Mayor Neely noted that she could foresee as many issues with a subcommittee as an entire board.
She commented that having heard from different parties how the votes went, she realized that some
groups’ questions have still not been answered. Vice Mayor Neely suggested that each board have its
own meeting with full discussion. She said she was not sure they will be able to arrive at a decision, but
at least they could have a full dialogue. Vice Mayor Neely stated that a lot of problems resulted from
messengers coming back and forth. Without a full group discussion, she thought that issues might not
be resolved because messages are not delivered in the manner they should be. Vice Mayor Neely
expressed that she thought dialogue, presentations and concerns are what are needed on the table.

Mayor Berman stated that he would like MAG to locate a building to fit all needs, then give each agency
a price for their portion, and they could agree to be a partner or not.



Mr. Smith stated that staff could do the preplanning for a joint meeting and send information to all three
boards. If there is an opportunity to talk this through and frame the issues, the boards will know what
they have to discuss.

Mayor Dunn indicated that he thought the four agencies need to decide for themselves how they want
to be represented. The key is whoever has the passion on the issue should be there. Mayor Dunn noted
his amazement at how Mr. Smith has worked through all of these issues. He stated that he has been a
decision maker on all four boards at one time or another, and put the hat on for that agency even though
he was also representing MAG. Mayor Dunn stated that he did not support AMWUA'’s involvement.
He commented that he tries to be true to each individual agency while supporting what MAG has been
trying to do. Mayor Dunn said he supported Mayor Hawker’s effort because of extensive experience
in this process and supported all of the agencies coming together one more time. Mayor Dunn
mentioned that the League of Arizona Cities and Towns is also experiencing the same thing, but not on
this magnitude.

Mayor Schoaf stated that as a member of the Executive Committee, he watched Mayor Hawker and Mr.
Smith ‘put in a lot of hard work on this project and they need to be congratulated. He pointed out that
for the last year, the Executive Committee has been split on whether the Regional Office Center should
go forward at all. Mayor Schoaf stated that a lot of the issues revolve around the cost and the basic
transaction. He commented that he was in an unusual position because he represented only MAG, and
was not on the other agencies’ boards. Mayor Schoaf expressed that he has consistently been opposed
to the building because it has much more space than MAG currently has, the cost per square foot has
increased tremendously, and MAG pays the entire cost for the 42,000 square-foot conference center.
Mayor Schoaf stated that MAG has been the lead agency and when decisions were made, they were to
the detriment of MAG. He indicated that he opposed the current concept of the building. He added that
the idea of building a building and having partners is a good idea, but it should be a fair partnership and
each agency should carry its own weight. Mayor Schoaf stated that splitting the risk among the agencies
might be negotiated, but the basic deal would be all entities owning the building with its percentage
based on space, even common areas, so MAG does not need to carry all the weight.

Mayor Hallman commented that Mayor Schoaf made a point that would be helpful to discuss at the
policy level. He added that as Mayor Dunn suggested, each agency could decide how it would be
represented, but have those most passionate come together to outline the issues. Mayor Hallman
commented that Valley Metro Rail has handled the process differently than MAG, and many of these
conversations at the policy level have not taken place. He added that he has a proxy at AMWUA and
at RPTA, and which one or all three should represent Tempe on the four agencies? Mayor Hallman
urged getting all of the issues on the table. He stated that he suspected that MAG provided the
conference center to allow the opportunity of having such a facility to the other agencies. Mayor
Hallman stated that Valley Metro Rail has less of a need for conference space, but might need it in the
future; however, its board never discussed if this should be considered in offsetting some of the lease
risk. Mayor Hallman expressed that he was willing to go in the direction desired by Mayor Hawker, but
suggested that the motion might be amended to first establish a subgroup to outline the issues, which
would then be in a position to go forward with a larger meeting.



Chair Cavanaugh asked Mayor Schoaf if he disagreed with bringing the group together. Mayor Schoaf
replied that he disagreed with the basic question of building a $90 million building within the terms
negotiated thus far. He commented that too much money was being spent and in a way not fair to MAG.

Mayor Hawker stated that the working group could outline a potential agenda to determine the items for
discussion by the four agencies. He indicated that he thought it is a two-step process. Mayor Hawker
said that the motion says that all boards would be invited to the larger meeting, but an interim step is
needed to get to the issues that will be discussed at the larger meeting. Vice Mayor Neely, as second,
stated that she would accept that amendment.

Mayor Hawker commented on the difficulties that could be encountered if agencies need a few meetings
to decide who will represent them at the subgroup meeting.

Mayor Hallman indicated his willingness to serve if Mayor Hawker would serve as facilitator of MAG.

Mayor Schoaf stated that the Regional Office Center has been discussed many times at MAG and he
would be surprised if the MAG issues were unknown. He indicated that the issues might be written
down and circulated, but he was not sure another meeting was needed, since the Executive Committee
vetted this project extensively and discussed the pros and cons. Mayor Schoaf commented that this
might not be the case with the other agencies and they might need to compile their issues.

Mr. Smith noted that some of the issues are already known. The RPTA board, after the 7-6 vote, came
up with a list of questions to consider at their next meeting, and Valley Metro Rail has requested that
MAG and RPTA assume some of the risk. Mr. Smith stated that the meeting could determine if there
are any other issues that could be dealt with.

Chair Cavanaugh stated that it sounded like a working group of representatives from the four agencies
would convene, no quorum required, in an open meeting. He stated that he did not see a need to bring
together the entire councils.

Mayor Hallman stated that if the working group could reach an agreement, a full meeting might not be
necessary. Mayor Hallman noted to Mayor Schoaf that his idea was to join Mayor Hawker to see if there
were any hidden agendas that might be resolved. Mayor Hallman commented that he and Mayor
Hawker represented 40 percent of the Valley Metro Rail board; in addition, Mayor Dunn sits on the four
boards. From those agency perspectives the issues causing this project to stall can be uncovered, then
resolved, and get a different outcome than the one over the past three years. Mayor Hallman stated that
his goal was to accomplish this in 30 days, and he felt a meeting would be worthwhile. He stated that
Mayor Schoaf’s concern of economic viability from the MAG perspective is an important one to
address. He added that he was hearing other viewpoints more clearly tonight than he had heard in the
past.

Chair Cavanaugh stated that the motion on the table says that MAG will convene a four-agency working

group to jointly discuss the Regional Office Center project and a make a final recommendation to a joint
meeting of all four boards. He noted that any MAG member agency would be eligible to be on the
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working group. Chair Cavanaugh noted that there were no questions from the Council. He called a vote
on the motion, which passed, with Mayor Lopez Rogers voting no.

7. Legislative Update

Nathan Pryor provided an update on legislative issues of interest. He stated that the Energy and
Independence and Security Act, which was approved in December 2007, established a minimum 80
percent federal share for CMAQ funds. Mr. Pryor stated that MAG has been working with the
Congressional delegation on this. He noted that the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee
has identified an administrative fix. Mr. Pryor added that Congress is in recess right now, and he will
continue to update the Council as information is received.

Mr. Pryor stated that House Bill (HB) 2092 failed on March 17th. The bill said that state or county
transportation projects that are submitted for voter approval would be broken down by mode and voted
on separately instead of as a comprehensive plan.

Mr. Pryor stated that House Concurrent Resolution 2016 would require ADOT to make
recommendations to the Governor and Legislature for the implementation of a statewide transportation
plan using the results from Building a Quality Arizona. He noted there is some ambiguity in the
language that staff is reviewing.

Mr. Pryor stated that HB 2381, which is the bill that increases the percentage paid out of the Emergency
Telecommunications Services Fund for administrative costs from three percent to five percent, has
passed the House and has moved to the Senate.

8. Comments from the Council

An opportunity will be provided for Regional Council members to present a brief summary of current
events. The Regional Council is not allowed to propose, discuss, deliberate or take action at the meeting
on any matter in the summary, unless the specific matter is properly noticed for legal action.

Supervisor Wilson stated that the Board of Supervisors met that morning for about two to three hours
on PM-10issues. He reported that the Board voted unanimously to revise the rules and he thought they
would be coming to MAG as soon as possible. Supervisor Wilson noted that some people were unhappy
with the action and requested there be a delay, but it needed to be done because the region does not want
to lose federal funds. Supervisor Wilson state that a federal representative addressed the Board and
advised that there was not enough time to accommodate delay.

There being no further business, the Regional Council meeting adjourned at 6:05 p.m.

Chair

Secretary
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Agenda Item #5B

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
April 15, 2008

SUBJECT:

Project Changes: Amendments, and Administrative Modifications to the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program

SUMMARY:
The FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Regional Transportation Plan 2007
Update were approved by the MAG Regional Council on July 25, 2007.

Since that time, there have been requests from member agencies to modify projects in the programs.
The proposed Highway administrative modifications and amendments to the FY 2008-2012 TIP are
listed in Table A. The amendments include adding the noise reduction study at ADOT, repackaging of
two City of Tempe projects into one, and adding six Transportation Enhancement Projects that were
approved by the ADOT Board in November 2007.

There has been an additional project identified since the mail out of the Transportation Policy
Committee (TPC) agenda that requests a project change. The City of Chandler is including construction
of a left hand turn lane into a project and this was not included in the original project listing. A
modification to the description and costs of Project # CH12-805 is needed.

All of the projects to be amended may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations and
an administrative modification does not require a conformity determination, but a consultation process
will be initiated for these projects.

PUBLIC INPUT:
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Approval of this TIP amendment will allow the projects to proceed in a timely manner.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: Projects that wish to utilize transportation federal funds need to be shown in the TIP in
the year that they expect to commence and may need to undergo an air quality conformity analysis or
consultation.

POLICY: This amendment request is in accord with all MAG guidelines.

ACTION NEEDED:
Approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 Transportation
Improvement Program, and as appropriate, to the Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as shown
in the attached table.



PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

The Transportation Policy Committee meets on April 16, 2008. An update of the action taken at
Transportation Policy Committee will be provided at the Regional Council meeting on April 23, 2008.

Management Committee: On April 9, 2008 the Management Committee unanimously recommended

approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 MAG TIP, and as
appropriate, the Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as shown in the attached tables.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Christopher Brady, Mesa
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Jon Pearson, Carefree Carl Swenson for Terry Ellis, Peoria
Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek Karen Peters for Frank Fairbanks,Phoenix
Mark Pentz, Chandler John Kross, Queen Creek
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
El Mirage Indian Community
Phil Dorchester, Fort McDowell Brad Lundahl for John Little, Scottsdale
Yavapai Nation Prisila Ferreira, Surprise
# Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills Amber Wakeman for Charlie Meyer, Tempe
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend Chris Hurley for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
Community * Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
George Pettit, Gilbert * Victor Mendez, ADOT
Ed Beasley, Glendale Kenny Harris for David Smith,
Mark Brown for Brian Dalke, Goodyear Maricopa County
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated by telephone conference call.
+ Participated by videoconference call.

Transportation Review Committee (TRC): On March 27, 2008, the TRC unanimously recommended
approval of amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 MAG TIP, and as
appropriate, the Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as shown in the attached tables.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Maricopa County: John Hauskins Mesa: Scott Butler
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli
Avondale: David Fitzhugh Peoria: Dan Nissen for David Moody
Buckeye: Scott Lowe Phoenix: Tom Callow
Chandler: Patrice Kraus * Queen Creek: Mark Young
El Mirage: Lance Calvert RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for

* Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer Mary O’Connor
Gilbert: Tami Ryall Surprise: Stephanie Wilson for
Glendale: Terry Johnson Randy Overmyer

* Goodyear: Cato Esquivel Tempe: Carlos De Leon

* Guadalupe: Jim Ricker Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis Youngtown: Lloyce Robinson



EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Vacant * Pedestrian Working Group:
* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman, Eric lwersen, City of Tempe
Litchfield Park * ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ - Attended by Videoconference
# - Attended by Audioconference

Pedestrian Working Group & the Regional Bicycle Task Force : On March 18, 2008 , the Pedestrian
Working Group and Regional Bicycle Task Force Committee recommended approval of project changes
to TMP08-602 and TMPQ7-303.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Tami Ryall, Gilbert, Chair, Regional Bicycle Farhad Tavassoli, Goodyear
Task Force and Acting Chair of Michael Cartsonis, Litchfield Park
the Pedestrian Working Group * Peggy Rubach, Maricopa County
* Bruce Meyers, ADOA Gen. Services A Jim Hash, Mesa
* Michael Sanders, ADOT Brandon Forrey, Peoria
Brian Fellows, ADOT Katherine Coles, Phoenix
Michael Eagan, ASLA, Arizona Chapter Briiana Leon, Phoenix
Margaret Boone-Pixley, Avondale Mike Roche, Queen Creek
Ann Marie Riley for Michael Normand, Suzanne Day, RPTA
Chandler Reed Kempton, Scottsdale
Rich Rumer Coalition for AZ Bicyclists Eric lwersen, Tempe
Mark Smith, El Mirage Lance Ferrell, Surprise

* Allan Grover, Glendale

*Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
MAttended via audio-conference

CONTACT PERSON:
Eileen O. Yazzie, (602) 254-6300.
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Agenda Item #5C

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
April 15, 2008

SUBJECT:
ADOT Requested Change to Statewide Transportation Acceleration Needs (STAN) Projects

SUMMARY:

In December 2006, the MAG Regional Council approved the set of projects to be funded from the
Statewide Transportation Acceleration Needs (STAN) Account. ADOT has requested that the funding
from the STAN Account be modified slightly to decrease funding by $1.0 million for the I-10: Sarival
Road to Verrado Way project, and increase funding by $500,000 each for the L303: Bell Road crossing
and for the L303: Cactus and Waddell Road crossing projects. It has been determined that the $1.0
million is not required to complete the I-10 project and the additional funding is needed for the L303
projects. There is no fiscal impact on the MAG Freeway Program. The MAG Transportation Review
Committee recommended approval of the project change.

PUBLIC INPUT:
None.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: It has been determined that the $1.0 million is not required to complete the I-10 project and
the additional funding is needed for the L303 projects.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The resources required for the design phase of the projects is consistent with the
proposed funding levels.

POLICY: There is no fiscal impact on the MAG Freeway Program.

ACTION NEEDED:

Approval of the ADOT request to decrease STAN funding by $1.0 million for the 1-10: Sarival Road to
Verrado Way project and increase funding by $500,000 each for the L303: Bell Road crossing and for
the L303: Cactus and Waddell Road crossing projects.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

This item is on the April 16, 2008 Transportation Policy Committee agenda. An update will be provided
on action taken by the Committee.

Management Committee: On April 9, 2008, the Management Committee recommended approval of
the ADOT request to decrease STAN funding by $1.0 million for the |-10: Sarival Road to Verrado Way
project and increase funding by $500,000 each for the L303: Bell Road crossing and for the L303:
Cactus and Waddell Road crossing projects.



MEMBERS ATTENDING
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair
George Hoffman, Apache Junction
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye
Jon Pearson, Carefree
Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall,
El Mirage
Phil Dorchester, Fort McDowell
Yavapai Nation
# Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community
George Pettit, Gilbert
Ed Beasley, Glendale
Mark Brown for Brian Dalke, Goodyear
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe
Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park

Christopher Brady, Mesa
Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Carl Swenson for Terry Ellis, Peoria
Karen Peters for Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
John Kross, Queen Creek
Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community
Brad Lundahl for John Little, Scottsdale
Prisila Ferreira, Surprise
Amber Wakeman for Charlie Meyer,
Tempe
Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Victor Mendez, ADOT
Kenny Harris for David Smith,
Maricopa County
David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated by telephone conference call.
+ Participated by videoconference call.

Transportation Review Committee: On March 27, 2008, the MAG Transportation Review Committee
recommended approval of the ADOT request to decrease STAN funding by $1.0 million for the I-10:
Sarival Road to Verrado Way project and increase funding by $500,000 each for the L303: Bell Road
crossing and for the L303: Cactus and Waddell Road crossing projects.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Maricopa County: John Hauskins
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich
Avondale: David Fitzhugh
Buckeye: Scott Lowe
Chandler: Patrice Kraus
El Mirage: Lance Calvert
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel

* Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer
Gilbert: Tami Ryall
Glendale: Terry Johnson

* Goodyear: Cato Esquivel

* Guadalupe: Jim Ricker
Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Vacant
* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman,
Litchfield Park

Mesa: Scott Butler

Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli

Peoria: Dan Nissen for David Moody

Phoenix: Tom Callow

* Queen Creek: Mark Young

RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth

Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for
Mary O’Connor

Surprise: Stephanie Wilson for
Randy Overmyer

Tempe: Carlos De Leon

Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

Youngtewn: Lloyce Robinson

* Pedestrian Working Group:
Eric Iwersen, City of Tempe
* ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.

+ - Attended by Videoconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Eric Anderson, MAG, 602-254-6300.

# - Attended by Audioconference
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MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
April 15, 2008

SUBJECT:
MAG Commuter Rail Strategic Plan

SUMMARY:

Commuter rail service has been discussed as a transportation option in Arizona since the early 1980's. Most
recently, the 2003 MAG High Capacity Transit Study analyzed the costs and physical requirements for
implementing commuter rail service. The High Capacity Transit Study also identified over 129 miles of
potential commuter rail corridors in the region. However, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) does not
include funding to build and operate commuter rail. The RTP indicates that population densities sufficient to
warrant an investment in commuter rail may not occur within the twenty year planning horizon. Recognizing
that population expansion may occur at a higher rate than currently projected, the RTP allocates funding to
continue developing commuter rail concepts for the region.

MAG launched a commuter rail strategic planning process in February 2007. The purpose of the planning
process was to develop an implementation strategy for commuter rail service in Maricopa County and northern
Pinal County. The strategic plan builds upon technical information from the High Capacity Transit Study and
on-going passenger rail planning by the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) to provide a framework
for implementing commuter rail service in the MAG region. The planning process was guided by a Commuter
Rail Stakeholders Group, which helped develop the project goals and objectives, participated in a SWOT
Analysis (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats), and assisted in preparing the commuter rail
action plans. The resulting Commuter Rail Strategic Plan establishes an implementation framework that
includes the following elements:

. A Concept System Plan that defines conceptual operating characteristics for five existing freight rail
corridors and five potential new corridors in emerging growth areas.

. Three distinct Implementation Scenarios that include a Get Started Scenario for a single corridor,
a Starter System for two corridors, and a Regional System Scenario which would implement commuter
rail on multiple corridors simultaneously. The draft Strategic Plan includes a review of how each of
these scenarios have been employed in other cities across the country.

. Three categories of Inplementation Requirements that include coordination with railroad companies,
governance and administration, and funding options.

. Twelve Implementation Steps to coordinate future work to implement commuter rail service in the
MAG region:

On-going coordination

Union Pacific passenger rail coordination & planning

Burlington Northern/Santa Fe Railway passenger rail coordination & planning

Regional transit planning

Future corridor development plans

Identify funding source commitment

Develop governance plan

Develop partnerships with local railroads

Pass enabling legislation

0. Develop seamless transit system
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11. Achieve regional sustainability goals
12. Identify and preserve future options

The draft Commuter Rail Strategic Plan recognizes ADOT’s role in statewide passenger rail planning. In
particular, ADOT’s upcoming High Speed Passenger Rail Strategic Plan will identify options for intercity rail
service between metropolitan Phoenix and metropolitan Tucson. As outlined in Implementation Step #5-Future
Corridor Development Plans, future commuter rail studies on Union Pacific corridors will be possible after
ADOQT defines a preferred route for intercity service between metropolitan Phoenix and metropolitan Tucson.

Implementation Step #3-Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Coordination includes a corridor development
plan for the BNSF/Grand Avenue Corridor. Proceeding with this study would not identify the corridor as the
region’s top priority, but would, in conjunction with ADOT’s work with Union Pacific, keep both railroads
actively engaged in the passenger rail planning process.

A copy of the draft Executive Summary is included with this information summary. The full report is located
at the following website location: http://www.mag.maricopa.gov/project.cms?item=7338.

PUBLIC INPUT:

A Commuter Rail Stakeholders Group met four times during the course of the project to assess information
and to help shape major recommendations. In addition to the four stakeholder meetings, MAG hosted a public
meeting on March 6, 2008, to present the draft Strategic Plan and to receive comments. Meeting presentations
and summaries are available on the MAG website at the following location:
http://www.mag.maricopa.gov/project.cms?item=7338.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: The Commuter Rail Strategic Plan defines a regional framework for developing and implementing
future commuter rail service.

CONS: Implementation of a commuter rail system will require a new funding source.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: Future commuter rail plans and studies would be conducted within the framework of the
Commuter Rail Strategic Plan.

POLICY: The draft Strategic Plan provides a policy framework for implementing commuter rail service in the
MAG region. In particular, the plan provides three policy options for future consideration: 1) a Get Started
Scenario along a single rail corridor; 2) a Starter System Scenario along two rail corridors; and 3) a Regional
System Scenario which would focus on implementing commuter rail in multiple corridors simultaneously.

ACTION NEEDED:

Acceptance of the findings of the Commuter Rail Strategic Plan as the guiding implementation framework for
commuter rail, and for MAG to proceed with the first four implementation steps identified on page nine of the
Executive Summary: 1) On-going Coordination; 2) Union Pacific Passenger Rail Coordination; 3) Burlington
Northern Santa Fe Railway Coordination; and 4) Regional Transit Planning.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item is on the April 16, 2008, Transportation Policy Committee agenda. An update will be provided on
action taken by the Committee.

On April 9, 2008, the MAG Management Committee recommended to accept the Commuter Rail Strategic
Plan and for MAG to proceed with the first four implementation steps identified on page nine of the Executive
Summary.



MEMBERS ATTENDING
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair
George Hoffman, Apache Junction
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye
Jon Pearson, Carefree
Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage
Phil Dorchester, Fort McDowell
Yavapai Nation
# Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community
George Pettit, Gilbert
Ed Beasley, Glendale
Mark Brown for Brian Dalke, Goodyear
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe

Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park

Christopher Brady, Mesa

Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley

Carl Swenson for Terry Ellis, Peoria

Karen Peters for Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
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Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community

Brad Lundahl for John Little, Scottsdale

Prisila Ferreira, Surprise

Amber Wakeman for Charlie Meyer, Tempe

Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson

Gary Edwards, Wickenburg

Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown

Victor Mendez, ADOT

Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa Co.

David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Participated by telephone conference call.

+Participated by videoconference call.

On March 27, 2008, the Transportation Review Committee recommended to accept the Commuter Rail
Strategic Plan and for MAG to proceed with the first four implementation steps identified on page nine of the

Executive Summary.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Maricopa County: John Hauskins
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich
Avondale: David Fitzhugh
Buckeye: Scott Lowe
Chandler: Patrice Kraus

El Mirage: Lance Calvert
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel
Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer
Gilbert: Tami Ryall

Glendale: Terry Johnson
Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
Guadalupe: Jim Ricker
Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
*Regional Bicycle Task Force: Vacant
*Street Committee: Darryl Crossman

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.

Mesa: Scott Butler

Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli

Peoria: Dan Nissen for David Moody

Phoenix: Tom Callow

* Queen Creek: Mark Young

RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth

Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for Mary O’Connor

Surprise: Stephanie Wilson for
Randy Overmyer

Tempe: Carlos De Leon

Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

Youngtown: Lloyce Robinson

*Pedestrian Working Group: Eric lwersen
*ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

+ - Attended by Videoconference
# - Attended by Audioconference

The project team presented project updates to the MAG Management Committee on November 7, 2007, the
Transportation Policy Committee on December 12, 2007, and the Regional Council on December 19, 2007.

CONTACT PERSON:

Kevin Wallace, MAG Transit Program Manager, (602) 254-6300.
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COMMUTER RAIL STRATEGIC PLAN OVERVIEW

Since the early 1980’s, jurisdictions in the Phoenix
metropolitan area have considered the possibility of
operating passenger rail service on the existing freight
rail lines to serve longer trips between activity centers.
Although some of these lines were previously used for
passenger service, all of the lines in operation today provide
freight service. The last passenger rail service in Phoenix was
operated by Amtrak and ended service in the mid-1990s.
Commuter rail service was also operated for several months
from Mesa to downtown Phoenix in 1982 following flooding
along the Salt River that destroyed bridges and at-grade
roadway crossings.

Over the next twenty-five years, Maricopa and northern
Pinal County are projected to nearly double in population,
with an anticipated total of 7 million people in 2030.
Developing a commuter rail system will provide an
alternative transportation mode to meet travel demands
resulting from expected growth in Maricopa County and
northern Pinal County. This anticipated growth will put
additional strain on an already congested transportation
system, cause additional air quality concerns, and further
challenge transportation funding sources of the region.

Previous studies including the Maricopa Association of
Governments (MAG) High Capacity Transit Study (2003)
showed that commuter rail service operating on freight
rail lines could offer an alternative transportation mode in
congested primary corridors in the region. As part of the
overall plan to fund the region’s transportation needs over
the next 20 years, Proposition 400 was approved by voters
in November 2004 and allocated a portion of sales tax
revenues to study the options for commuter rail.

The Commuter Rail Strategic Plan was initiated by MAG
to define the requirements and steps that will need to be
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followed for Maricopa and northern Pinal Counties to plan
for and potentially implement commuter rail service. The
one-year planning and stakeholder coordination process
commenced in February 2007.

Several organizations and groups contributed to the
development of the Strategic Plan including MAG, Pinal
County, the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT),
Metro Rail (METRO), the Regional Public Transportation
Authority (RPTA) and the Commuter Rail Stakeholders Group
(CRSG). The planning process is illustrated in Figure 1.

FIGURE 1: PLANNING PROCESS
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COMMUTER RAIL

STAKEHOLDERS GROUP

A Commuter Rail Stakeholders Group (CRSG) was
established to comment on, and help shape, major policy
recommendations for implementing commuter rail in the
study area. The CRSG consists of public and private agencies

and entities with interest in determining how to implement
Commuter Rail services in the region.

The CRSG met four times throughout the course of the
project to assess information and provide input to shape
major policy recommendations. In addition, the CRSG
helped define smaller geographic study areas to focus
stakeholder involvement and create a sense of community
building and linkages as part of this regional planning
effort. These sub-areas consist of the Southwest, Southeast,
Northwest, Central, and South corridors. Figure 2 depicts
the location of all five sub-areas. Union Pacific and BNSF
Railway both own rail lines in portions of these sub-areas.

FIGURE 2: SUBAREA DEFINITION

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 2008

NEED FOR COMMUTER RAIL
IN MARICOPA AND NORTHERN

PINAL COUNTIES

Projected growth in the region combined with fundamental
constraints on the ability of highway improvements alone to
accommodate this growth have created greater interest in
providing travel alternatives to the automobile. As indicated
by the passage of Proposition 400, there is a growing
public acknowledgement that both highway and transit
improvements are needed to address the future demands
as part of a “shared solution” to provide for the safe and
efficient movement of people and goods within the region.
The potential development of a commuter rail system could
offer a travel alternative for some congested corridors within
the region and could also support economic development
in the Phoenix metropolitan area.

Commuter rail can serve high volumes of travelers taking
longer trips during rush hour periods. Commuter rail is an
important part of the transportation system in many large
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RESPONSIBLE TIME
ITEM PARTY PARTNERS FRAME
11) ACHIEVE REGIONAL SUSTAINABILITY GOALS Pa§senger . MAG 2010-2015
» Develop the commuter rail system to reinforce and achieve regional 5?" Authority CAAG
sustainability goals and plans relative to energy and the environment. This Joint P ADOT
will incluc!e' attenggn‘to env'iron(rjnen:al requirements, land use plans and A?J?P:orci)tv)\llers Railroad
opportunities, and joint project development. Maricopa County
Pinal County
Local Jurisdictions
12) IDENTIFY AND PRESERVE FUTURE OPTIONS Pa§senger _ MAG 2010-2015
« Use planning studies to identify and preserve rights-of-way in developing S?'I Authority | caag
and underdeveloped areas for multimodal transportation corridors to Joint P ADOT
. . . oint Powers
include roadway and rail transit. Authority Railroad
Maricopa County
Pinal County
Local Jurisdictions
Source: URS, 2008
IMPLEMENTATION STEPS SCHEDULE
YEARS
2008 | 2008 | 2009 | 2009 | 2010 | 2010
PHASE 01-02 | 03-QU4 | Q1-02 | 03-04 | O1-Q2 | 03-Q4 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 204 | 2015
Refine Commuter Rail
Concept Plans
o Railroad coordination .——.. e s [ [y R, T Spp——
¢ ADOT intercity plans LS o @ - — T = == == === == =
e Select corridor plans ®
Identify Funding Commitment N ~ ®
Develop Governance Plan - ®
Develop Partnership with « e - - - S e
Railroads A d - -’
Pass Enabling Legislation [ & ®
Develop Seamless
Transit System *—& o —& ?
Achieve Regional ¢
Sustainability Goals
Identify and Preserve
Future Options ?

— ACTIVE EFFORT

COMMUTER RAIL

Strategic
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RESPONSIBLE TIME
ITEM PARTY PARTNERS FRAME
7) DEVELOP GOVERNANCE PLAN MAG Local Jurisdictions 2009-2011
» The number of agencies involved in developing a governance plan CAAG
may be determined by the geographic area for the proposed service. ADOT
Agencies within the defined service area should work together to plan RPTA
and implement a regional commuter rail system. The agencies would
. . . . . METRO
maintain their current responsibilities and funding for their current
programs but would be jointly charged with implementation of commuter
rail in the region. The transportation agencies should agree to implement
and administer the commuter rail system by one of a variety of means
including:
« A new Passenger Rail Authority (PRA);
« Designation of one of the agencies as the
Passenger Rail Authority; or
« Establishment of a new Joint Powers Authority (JPA) with a
provision for representation appropriate to the corridor or system
to be implemented. One potential example of a regional Joint
Powers Authority would be through the formation of a multi-
county Megapolitan Planning Council.
8) DEVELOP PARTNERSHIPS WITH RAILROADS Pa§senger . BNSF 2009-2011
« Develop a public/ private Memorandum of Understanding followed by Rail Authority up
detailed agreements with freight railroad companies to define funding or Rail Authority
and to implement commuter rail facilities and services that will mutually Joint Pgwers Elected officals
benefit the public and private sector interests. Authority Tribal
Communities
9) PASS ENABLING LEGISLATION Pa§senger . RPTA 2010-2011
« Work to pass enabling legislation relative to liability and indemnification Rail Authority | \ierro
to facilitate commuter rail operations in freight rail corridors similar to or ADOT
legislation recently passed in Minnesota, Virginia, New Mexico, Joint Powers
and Colorado. Authority
10) DEVELOP SEAMLESS TRANSIT SYSTEM Pa§senger . RPTA 2010-2015
« Coordinate joint planning and operations to develop a seamless system of 5?" Authority | METRO
transit services throughout the Maricopa/northern Pinal region. ) ADOT
Joint Powers
Authority Existing Transit Providers
County Governments
Tribal Communities
Railroads
Major Landowners
Business Community
CONTINUED »

western cities such as Los Angeles, San Diego, Albuquerque,
and Seattle and will be opening in Salt Lake City in 2008.
Commuter rail is also a vital part of the transportation
system in many mid-western and eastern cities; serving trips
from outlying suburban areas into the center of the region
for work, education and other purposes. Working with
the highway system, High Occupancy Vehicle facilities and
other transit improvements such as Light Rail Transit (LRT),
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and local bus services, commuter rail
can serve the longer trip needs as part of an overall regional
transportation network.

Key differences between commuter rail service and other
types of rail transit are shown in Figure 3.

FIGURE 3: TRANSIT COMPARISONS
SERVICE AREA

LIGHT RAIL

e Y

STATION SPACING: !/, TO1MILES SYSTEM EXTENT: 15 TO 20 MILES
MAXIMUM SPEED: 65 MPH  AVERAGE SPEED (WITH STOPS): 25 MPH

COMMUTER RAIL

STATION SPACING: 2 TO 4 MlLES SYSTEM EXTENT: 20 TO 75 MILES
MAXIMUM SPEED: 79 MPH  AVERAGE SPEED (WITH STOPS): 45 MPH

|

INTERCITY RAIL
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STATION SPACING: 20 TO 30 MILES SYSTEM EXTENT: 50 TO 300 MILES
MAXIMUM SPEED: 110 MPH AVERAGE SPEED (WITH STOPS): 55 MPH

POPULATION GROWTH

Continued urban growth in the outlying areas of Maricopa
County and nearby Pinal County will dramatically increase
travel demands throughout the region. Maricopa and
northern Pinal Counties are projected to more than double
in population from the 2005 base of 3.9 million to 7.0 million
people in 2030, an increase of 82%.

REGIONAL TRAVEL DEMAND

In many parts of the region, affordable housing is being built
farther away from the major employment centers such as
Downtown Phoenix, north Central Avenue, the Sky Harbor
Airport complex and Tempe/ASU. This results in heavy travel
demand that are focused along the major highway corridors
of Interstate 10, US 60, Grand Avenue, and State Routes 101
and 202.

. U . R N
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TRAFFIC CONGESTION

Today, many of the major highways in the region operate
at poor levels of service during peak travel periods. This
congestion is expected to worsen over the next 25 years.
Travel times are already more than an hour each direction
for many commuters, and with frequent incidents, travel
times become much longer. The increased demand will
further diminish the reliability of the highway system for
autos and buses. Commuter rail service could offer higher
speeds for trips over 25 miles in length and offer more
reliable travel times because trains do not compete with
automobile traffic.

EXISTING RAILROAD LINES

Topographic barriers to development of new and expansion
of existing transportation facilities exist in the area such
as mountains, rivers, and sensitive environmental habitat
areas. Jurisdictional boundaries including State and Federal
Lands and Indian Reservations also pose challenges in
implementing new transportation corridors that require
development on new right-of-way. Therefore, consideration
of the use of existing freight rail lines for future commuter
rail service in partnership with the private railroad
companies offers an alternative that may be more quickly
implemented.

INTERCITY RAIL SERVICE

The State of Arizona continues to investigate the potential
for intercity rail service between Phoenix and Tucson,
expanding to other parts of the state over time. Ongoing
studies have defined possible facilities and operating
strategies that could be used in conjunction with a
regional commuter rail system. Cooperative planning and
partnership with the freight railroad companies may offer
combined benefits for passenger rail services.

COMMUTER RAIL?

Commuter Rail service is typically
provided between a central city
and adjacent suburbs using railroad
passenger cars. Propulsion is either
conventional push-pull locomotives
or self-propelled diesel multiple unit
cars. In push-pull service, the locomotive pulls the train in
one direction and pushes the train in the opposite direction.
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The commuter coach cars can be either single-level or bi-
level in configuration. The number of seated passengers per
car ranges from 80 to 150 depending on the configuration
of the car.

Maximum train speeds for typical commuter rail cars
are between 60 and 80 miles per hour. The train speed
varies depending on number of stations, track condition
and alignment, and local ordinances. At-grade roadway
crossings would be protected by appropriate warning
devices and operating procedures.

Stations could be spaced as frequently as every two to four
miles, or spaced up to 10 miles apart depending upon travel
demands. As a collection point for commuters, parking and
bus transfer facilities would be provided. Because these
locations could serve as a focal point from which to make
connections to other parts of the region, joint development
of more intensive land uses could be supported.

BENEFITS OF COMMUTER RAIL

Commuter rail service has the potential to carry a substantial
number of passengers during peak periods over longer
distances and with reliable travel times other surface
transportation modes. These features are important to
provide relief to congested travel corridors.

Carry longer trips in congested corridors

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 2008

Offer relief in peak periods

Because commuter rail is separated from the roadway and
not impacted by motor vehicle congestion or accidents, it
can offer efficient and reliable travel times. Implementation
of commuter rail could save travel time and remove
automobiles from the highway system, ultimately helping
to reduce peak period congestion and helping to improve
air quality for the region.

Offer connections to other modes

The implementation of commuter rail can maximize
intermodal transportation opportunities by locating stations
to connect with local transit, airports, and highways.

Commuter rail could improve travel options available in
Pinal County and other developing outlying areas of the
state that currently have limited bus, rail, and air service for
intercity trips.

Provide Service to Urban Centers

Commuter rail could create social benefits by enhancing
and strengthening urban centers. In combination
with appropriate local land use policies, the increased
accessibility afforded by the commuter rail service could
encourage more intensive development and may lead to
higher property values around stations.

Support Community and Regional Plans

Commuter rail is more efficient for longer trips when
compared to other modes of travel such as LRT, BRT or by
express buses.

Figure 4 illustrates the cost-effective considerations in
moving passengers longer distances than smaller transit
vehicles.

FIGURE Y4: COMMUTER RAIL EFFICIENCY
COMMUTER RAIL IS MORE EFFICIENT FORLONGER TRIPS
TO CARRY 300-U400 PASSENG

(e

4 SINGLE-LEVEL DMUs

4

The implementation of commuter rail in the Maricopa and
northern Pinal region is highly compatible with local General
Plans for communities along the existing freight lines.

In addition, use of commuter rail could reduce overall
automobile vehicle-miles of travel in the region. For each
commuter rail car operating at seating capacity, between
9,000 and 10,000 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) could
be eliminated each day. Reduced VMT saves energy, air
pollutant emissions and can help reduce peak period
congestion on parallel highways.

The implementation of commuter rail could decrease
emissions by reducing pollution generated by automobile
combustion engines. The following graphic illustrates the
overall net benefit to regional air quality for commuter rail
due to reduction in regional VMT. Three locomotive hauled
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STEPS FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF COMMUTER RAIL

Pl an

RESPONSIBLE TIME
ITEM PARTY PARTNERS FRAME
1) ON-GOING COORDINATION MAG BNSF On-going
« Coordination with freight railroads for improved facilities CAAG up
and freight movement. ADOT METRO
» Coordination with ADQOT for intercity passenger service between RPTA
Phoenix and Tucson. Local Jurisdictions
+ On-going stakeholder involvement as projects are developed.
2) UNION PACIFIC PASSENGER RAIL COORDINATION § PLANNING | ADOT MAG 2008-2009
« Continue coordination between ADOT and Union Pacific regarding CAAG
opportunities for passenger rail service in Arizona. PAG
«» Develop corridor specific recommendations for intercity passenger rail service METRO
between Phoenix and Tucson and provide necessary details for implementation. RPTA
« After ADOT selects a preferred route for Phoenix/Tucson passenger rail Local Jurisdictions
service, identify opportunities for additional regional commuter rail
service along Union Pacific corridors in Maricopa County and northern
Pinal County.
3) BURLINGTON NORTHERN/SANTA FE RAILWAY PASSENGER | MAG BNSF 2008-2009
RAIL COORDINATION & PLANNING ADOT
« Continue coordination between ADOT and BNSF Railway regarding METRO
opportunities for passenger rail service in Arizona. RPTA
» Develop corridor specific recommendations for the BNSF/Grand Avenue Local Jurisdictions
Corridor and provide necessary details for implementation.
U) REGIONAL TRANSIT PLANNING MAG Local Jurisdictions 2008-2009
« Develop corridor specific recommendations and provide necessary details | ADOT RPTA
for implementation. (e.g., MAG Transit Framework Plan, Pinal County Pinal County | METRO
Transit Feasibility Review, High Speed Rail Strategic Plan).
5) FUTURE CORRIDOR DEVELOPMENT PLANS MAG BNSF 2009-2012
« Applicable to the following corridors: UP Sunset Corridor, UP Phoenix CAAG uP
Subdivision Chandler Branch, Tempe Industrial Lead, UP-Yuma/West, ADOT
Copper Basin Railway, Magma Arizona Railroad, and possible extensions. METRO
» Pending recommendations from current planning studies (e.g., ADOT High RPTA
Speed Passenger Rail Strategic Plan, METRO Tempe South Alternatives ) )
. . . . . Copper Basin Railway
Analysis, etc.), develop corridor specific recommendations and provide . .
necessary details for implementation. Magma Arizona Railroad
6) IDENTIFY FUNDING SOURCE COMMITMENT MAG Local Jurisdictions 2008-2010
» Define new revenue streams that would be dedicated to development CAAG
and ongoing operation of the commuter rail system. An assured funding | ADOT
commitment will be required to negotiate for trackage rights or right-of- Legislature
way from the railroads. At the same time it is important to recognize the
strong preference to avoid disrupting current programmed projects and
funding among the agencies.
CONTINUED »
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Starter System Scenario

The Starter System would include multiple corridors and
could focus on more than one congested corridor and
possibly serve outlying Maricopa County and Pinal County.
The Starter System scenario benefits would include:
relatively low cost of entry and the possibility to upgrade the
system over time. Examples of Starter Systems include Salt
Lake City Commuter Rail and the Virginia Railway Express
commuter rail service that connects the Northern Virginia
area with Washington, DC.

Regional System Scenario

The Regional System scenario would focus on implementing
commuter rail in multiple corridors simultaneously and could
therefore serve more of the region. This scenario would
provide the region with several social and environmental
benefits including improving transportation mobility,
promoting sustainability, and helping to shape regional
growth. However due to a complex system with multiple
corridors extending throughout the region, this scenario
would probably require separate facilities from freight rail,
would be more costly, and would be the most complex of
the three scenarios in regards to governance, administration,
and funding. Examples of Regional Systems include the
Metrolink commuter rail in Los Angeles, California and the
Denver FasTracks transit expansion program.

POTENTIAL
DAILY ANNUAL
RIDERSHIP | VMTSERVED g::lfl'i:.rCUOASI;'
CAPACITY (MILLION PER
SCENARIO YEAR)
GET 10,100 60-65 $50M - 400M
STARTED
STARTER | 20,200 125-130 | $400M - 800M
SYSTEM
REGIONAL | 147,000 800-900 | $800M to $2B
SYSTEM
8

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 2008

IMPLEMENTATION REQUIREMENTS

To successfully implement and operate a commuter rail
system, jurisdictions in the region must address three
requirements with a comprehensive approach:

= Coordination with Freight Railroad Companies -
The primary alignments for the commuter rail system
would follow existing railroad lines. Development
of a strong working relationship with the railroad
companies will be critical to successful implementation.
It isimportant to clearly understand the business needs
of the private-sector railroad companies to develop
agreements to use tracks or to build new ones in the rail
right-of-way.

= Governance and Administration Options -
An acceptable plan to govern and administer the
commuter rail system will be necessary among the
existing regional transportation planning and funding
agencies. Current responsibilities must be respected
and an acceptable process must be developed to
make decisions relative to the commuter rail system.
Numerous models from other urban areas can serve
as examples.

= Funding Options - Current funding sources are
mostly committed to existing transportation programs
and projects. Additional sources of funding will be
needed to support a commuter rail system. Funding
programs for other urban areas can serve as examples
for the region.

COMMUTER RAILSYSTEM
IMPLEMENTATION REQUIREMENTS
A coordinated effort by jurisdictions in the region will be
needed to implement commuter rail services. Working
closely together, jurisdictions will need to carefully
develop approaches to partnering with the freight railroad

companies, establishing a sustainable funding source and
defining a governance and administration mechanism.

Using the goals, objectives and action items identified
by the CRSG, the following twelve steps were defined to
implement the Commuter Rail Strategic Plan.

. D . .
NN A——— A e

bi-level coaches have the same capacity as 300 automobiles,
carrying 300-400 passengers, 50 miles round trip. By
reducing the number of automobiles, total emissions of
PM, , NO, and CO would be reduced.

107

4 single-level DMUs = 7,400 grams/round trip combined

300 automobiles = 228,000 grams/round trip combined
Source: Denver RTD and APTA

COMMUTER RAIL STAKEHOLDERS
GROUP PROCESS FINDINGS
The MAG Commuter Rail Strategic Plan process supported

outreach efforts of the Commuter Rail Stakeholders Group
(CRSG) in regularly scheduled meetings and workshops.

Specifically, the CRSG began their work by analyzing
strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threat (SWOT)
issues by subarea. This analysis examined connectivity,
land use, capacity requirements, and other commuter rail
related issues from a corridor or localized standpoint. The
SWOT analysis also helped to develop project goals and
objectives.

Action plans, related to the identified commuter rail goals
and objectives we also developed by the CRSG. These
action plans were incorporated into the development of

N\

the implementation strategy for commuter rail in Maricopa
and Pinal County.

There were several key issues identified throughout the
CRSG process. These key issues include:

=>» Continued regional growth of population and
employment throughout the metropolitan area.

=> Availability of existing railroad alignments in the
primary travel corridors.

=>» Increase in the cost of fuel and travel.

= Need for environmental sustainability by reducing air
pollutants and usage of natural resources.

= Need for cooperation between public and private
entities. Such as government agencies and private
railroad companies.

Using the key issues as a base, the CRSG also identified
challenges to implementing commuter rail in the region:

= Possible conflicts with current and planned freight
railroad operations.

=> Rapid development of land uses foreclosing
opportunities for alignments and stations.

= Physical and geographic constraints limit locations for
new alignments.

=» Coordination with jurisdictional interests and policies.

=>» Availability and competition for regional, state and
federal funding and resources.

= Cost of building and operating a commuter rail system
within the context of other planned improvements.

MMUTER RAIL

M ....RailRunner
..... Trinity Railway E
.. Metrolink
.....Coaster
T.....Front Runner
o,CA.....CALTRAIN
A...........Sound
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COMMUTER RAIL STRATEGICPLAN
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
The following goals were developed by the CRSG and

served as guiding principles for the MAG Commuter Rail
Strategic Plan.

Goal 1- Employ Commuter Rail to Shape Regional Growth
Objective 1: Reinforce multi-centered development

Objective 2: Stimulate economic development

Objective 3: Spur development in Urban Centers

Goal 2- Improve Transportation Mobility Opportunities by

Implementing Commuter Rail

Objective 1: Provide multimodal travel options in
congested travel corridors

Objective 2: Provide peak period alternative mode to help
minimize future vehicular congestion

Objective 3: Serve regional trips, as well as trips between
and within major activity centers

Objective 4: Maintain or improve travel times within
existing and planned activity centers

Goal 3- Provide a Seamless and Cost Effective Commuter
Rail Option
Objective 1: Utilize existing land and railroad right-of-way

Objective 2: Utilize available as well as new funding
sources

Objective 3: Minimize capital and operating costs
Objective 4: Plan integrated corridors

Goal 4- Promote Sustainability through the
Implementation of Commuter Rail
Objective 1: Maintain or improve regional air quality

Objective 2: Develop transportation projects that help
focus developments near activity centers

Objective 3: Provide a dependable long-term
transportation solution in critical corridors

Goal 5-Increase Public/Private Cooperation to Implement
Commuter Rail
Objective 1: Foster public/private partnerships

Objective 2: Educate and inform the public

Objective 3: Provide public and private sector funding
options

Objective 4: Develop local and regional support for
commuter rail

The Commuter Rail Strategic Plan (CRSP) goals were
compared to the MAG Regional Transportation Plan to
assess consistency. Figure 5 illustrates the comparison and
identifies the relationships between the two sets of goals.

FIGURE 5: COMPARISON OF RTP AND CRSP GOALS
RTP GOALS CRSP GOALS

1. Employ
Commuter Rail
to shape growth

. System
Preservation
and Safety

2. Improve
Transportation
Mobility Opportunities
by Implementing

Commuter Rail
. Access and

Mobility

3. Provide a
Seamless and
Cost Effective
Commuter Rail

.. Option
. Sustaining the

environment

4. Promote
Sustainability
through the
Implementation
of Commuter Rail

. Accountability
and Planning

5. Increase
Public/Private
Cooperation
to Implement
Commuter Rail
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COMMUTER RAIL COMMUTERRAIL
SYSTEM PLAN CONCEPT IMPLEMENTATION SCENARIOS

The System Plan Concept is oriented around the five freight
rail lines that are currently in place in the study area. The
system plan is based on the recommendations from the
High Capacity Transit Study, (MAG, 2003) and the alignments
that were subsequently incorporated into the 2030 RTP
vision plan for commuter rail. These corridors are:

BNSF-Grand Avenue

UP Mainline-Southeast

UP Mainline-Chandler Branch

UP Mainline-Tempe Industrial Lead

UP Mainline-Yuma/West

L7 I 2 T

Possible Extensions/ northern Pinal County

Three commuter rail implementation scenarios were
developed using examples from other commuter rail
systems in the United States. The scenarios range from Get
Started in a single corridor, to a Starter System in more than
one corridor, to a full Regional System with multiple rail lines
in operation.

Get Started Scenario

The Get Started scenario would focus on implementing
commuter rail in a single congested corridor. The single
corridor would provide a local commuter-oriented service
and would have several benefits including: less complex
coordination with freight railroad companies, potential low
cost of entry, and a more simple approach to governance,
administration, and funding. Examples of systems with
a single corridor include the NorthStar Commuter Rail in
Minneapolis and the Trinity Railway Express connecting

INDUSTRIAL po
TRACK' z g

Dallas to Fort Worth.
A \ MAG COMMUTER RAIL
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Agenda Item #5E

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
April 15, 2008

SUBJECT:
ADOT Red Letter Process

SUMMARY:

The Regional Council approved the Red Letter Process in 1996 to provide early notification of potential
developmentin planned freeway alignments. Development activities include actions on plans, zoning, and
permits. Key elements of the process include:

Notifications:

e ADOT will periodically forward Red Letter notifications to MAG.

* Notifications will be placed on the consent agenda for information and discussion at the Transportation
Review Committee, Management Committee, and Regional Council meetings.

¢ |f amember wishes to take action on a notification, the item can be removed from the consent agenda

for further discussion. The item could then be placed on the agenda of a subsequent meeting for
action.

Advance acquisitions:

e ADOT is authorized to proceed with advance right-of-way acquisitions up to $2 million per year in
funded corridors.

* Any change in the budgets for advance right-of-way acquisitions constitutes a material cost change
as well as a change in freeway priorities and therefore, would have to be reviewed by MAG and would
require Regional Council action.

» With the passage of Proposition 400 on November 2, 2004, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
includes funding for right-of-way acquisition as part of the funding for individual highway projects. This
funding is spread over the four phases of the Plan. Funding for advance acquisitions may be made
available on a case-by-case basis.

For information, the ADOT Advance Acquisition policy allows the expenditure of funds to obtain right-of-
way where needed to address hardship cases (residential only), forestall development (typical Red Letter
case), respond to advantageous offers or, with remaining funds, acquire properties in the construction
sequence for which right-of-way acquisition has not already been funded.

In addition to forestalling development within freeway corridors, ADOT, under the Red Letter Process,
works with developers on projects adjacent to or close to existing and proposed routes that may have a
potential impact on drainage, noise mitigation, and/or access. For this purpose, ADOT needs to be
informed of all zoning and development activity within one-half mile of any existing and planned facility.
Without ADOT input on development plans adjacent to or near existing and planned facilities, there is a
potential for increased costs to the local jurisdiction, the region and/or ADOT.

ADOT received 548 Red Letter notifications in the period from July 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007. Of the
548 notices received, 130 had an impact to the State Highway System. These 130 notices are attached.

PUBLIC INPUT:
No public comments were provided at the March Transportation Review Committee or at the April
Management Committee meetings.



PROS & CONS:
PROS: Notification can lead to action to forestall development activity in freeway corridors and help
minimize costs as well as ensure eventual completion of the facility.

CONS: By utilizing funds for advance purchase of right-of-way, these funds are not available for other
uses such as design and construction.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: Unless precluded early in the process, development within freeway alignments will result in
increased right-of-way costs in the future.

POLICY: With the passage of Proposition 400 on November 2, 2004, the RTP includes funding for right-
of-way acquisition as part of the funding for individual highway projects. This funding is spread over the
four phases of the Plan. Funding for advance acquisitions may be made available on a case-by-case
basis.

ACTION NEEDED:
Information and discussion.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item was on the April 9, 2008 Management Committee agenda for information and discussion.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Christopher Brady, Mesa
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Jon Pearson, Carefree Carl Swenson for Terry Ellis, Peoria
Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek Karen Peters for Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
Mark Pentz, Chandler John Kross, Queen Creek
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Phil Dorchester, Fort McDowell Indian Community
Yavapai Nation Brad Lundahl for John Little, Scottsdale
# Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills Prisila Ferreira, Surprise
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend Amber Wakeman for Charlie Meyer, Tempe
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Community Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
George Pettit, Gilbert * Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Ed Beasley, Glendale * Victor Mendez, ADOT
Mark Brown for Brian Dalke, Goodyear Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa Co.
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA

*

Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated by telephone conference call. + Participated by videoconference call.

Transportation Review Committee: This item was on the March 27, 2008 agenda for information and
discussion.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Maricopa County: John Hauskins Glendale: Terry Johnson
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich * Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
Avondale: David Fitzhugh * Guadalupe: Jim Ricker
Buckeye: Scott Lowe Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis
Chandler: Patrice Kraus Mesa: Scott Butler
El Mirage: Lance Calvert Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel Peoria: Dan Nissen for David Moody
* Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer Phoenix: Tom Callow

Gilbert: Tami Ryall * Queen Creek: Mark Young



RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth Tempe: Carlos De Leon

Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for Mary O’Connor Valley Metro Rail: John Farry
Surprise: Stephanie Wilson for Youngtown: Lloyce Robinson
Randy Overmyer
EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Vacant * Pedestrian Working Group:
* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman, Eric lwersen, City of Tempe
Litchfield Park * ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ - Attended by Videoconference # - Attended by Audioconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Eric Anderson, MAG, (602) 254-6300, or John Eckhardt Ill, ADOT, (602) 712-7900.
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4 Arizona Department of Transportation
' Intermodal Transportation Division

MDDT 206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213
Janet Napolitano Sam Elters
Govemnor State Engineer

Victor M. Mendez
Director

February 26, 2008 Maricopa Assgciation of Governments
Received
FEB 27 2008
Mr. Dennis Smith

Executive Director

Maricopa Association of Governments
302 North First Avenue, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

Re: Red Letter Report - Notifications from July 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007

Dear Mr. Smith:

Below is a list of “Red Letter” notices received in our office from the period of July 1, 2007 to
December 31, 2007. During this period, notifications were received from local municipalities as well as
various Developers, Architects, Engineers and Attorney’s.

LOCAL AGENCIES NOTICES RECEIVED IMPACT RESPONSES
City of Avondale 11 03
Town of Buckeye 07 03
City of Chandler 34 05
Town of Gilbert 41 0
City of Glendale 04 02
City of Goodyear 77 21
Maricopa County 48 12
City of Mesa 25 15
Miscellaneous Agencies 47 02
City of Peoria 26 07
City of Phoenix 93 39
State Land 16 07
City of Surprise 112 13
City of Tempe 07 01
Total Received 548 130

The Arizona Department of Transportation expends several resources to research future developments
and plans adjacent to the state highway system to ensure ADOT’s Right of Way is not jeopardized.
Other notices received include; road access, zoning changes, outdoor advertising, and annexations.
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February 26, 2008

By early notification in the planning and design process, the “Red Letter” process helps in reducing
costs, saving money for both ADOT and tax payers. The Department appreciates the cooperation of the
Maricopa Association of Governments members and look forward to your continued support as we
improve all lines of communication.

Our new Red Letter Coordinator is Annette Close, ADOT Right of Way Project Management, and can
be reached at (602) 712-8876.

Please feel free to contact my office should you have any questions or need current information
regarding the South Mountain Freeway (202L), I-10 Reliever, 303L South of I-10, or any other highway

corridors. I can be reached at (602) 712-7900 or 205 S. 17" Avenue, MD 612E. Phoenix, Arizona
85007.

Sincerely,

e

John Eckhardt III, Manager
Right of Way Project Management

JE/ac
cc: Victor Mendez, Director. ADOT
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Mr. Dennis Smith
February 26, 2008

MARICOPA ASSOCATION OF GOVERNMENTS REPORT OF RED LETTERS

Of the 548 notices received 130 had an impact on the State's Highway System. Those 130 notices are
summarized as follows:

AVONDALE:

1.

SWC 1-10 & 117" Avenue, received notice of a Public Hearing on the City’s General Plan.
Advised the City the proposed project was within the I-10 relief corridor which is currently
under study. Requested copies of the development plans.

I-10 & 119™ Avenue, received a Rezoning Application regarding a PAD. Advised the City the
proposed development was in alignment of the study corridor for the I-10 widening project. In
addition the proposed plan was within 20 feet of the existing Right of Way to I-10 that is subject
to a future taking by ADOT for widening.

I-10 & 99™ Avenue, received notification of a Public Hearing regarding amendments to the
City’s General Plan. Advised the City the proposed development was in alignment of the study
corridor for the I-10 widening project. Requested copies of development plans. Recommended
the Developer contact ADOT’s Phoenix District Office to prevent any encroachment/access or
drainage issues.

BUCKEYE:

1.

Riggs Road & SR 85, received notice of a Public Hearing. Recommended the City contact
ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator due to the proximity of the project to SR 85.

I-10 & Dean Road, received notice of a Zoning Change from an Architect Firm. Requested
copies of the plans due to the proximity of the project to I-10, to verify no encroachment, access
or drainage problems existed.

I-10 & Miller Road, received notice from a Real Estate Company regarding a parcel near I-10.
Advised the City the parcel was within ADOT’s plans to widen the median from SR 85 to
Verrado Way. Requested copies of the plans from the developer for further review.

CHANDLER:

1. SR 87 & 202L, received second notice of an Amended Rezoning PAD. Advised the City of ADOT’s
concerns, since the Development abuts the 202L. Requested they keep ADOT apprised of this
development through all planning stages to ensure no access/encroachment or drainage issues
existed.
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SR 87 & 202L, received copies of Preliminary Plat. Advised the City of ADOT’s concerns since
the development abuts SR 87. Requested they keep ADOT apprised of this development through
all planning stages to ensure no access/encroachment or drainage issues existed.

202L & Alma School Road, received copies of Final Plat. Requested the Developer contact
ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator to be kept apprised of development through all planning
stages. Advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT’s Right of Way. Provided
contact information for obtaining a permit.

SWC of Pecos Road & Dobson, received copies of Preliminary Plat. Due to proximity of project
to 202L advised the City a permit would be required to access ADOT’s Right of Way. Provided
contact information for obtaining a permit.

SEC of El Alba & 101L, received notice of a Zoning Change. Advised City due to proximity of
project to the 101L a permit could be required to access ADOT’s Right of Way. Provided contact
information for obtaining a permit.

GILBERT:

No notices received that had an impact to the State Highway System.

GLENDALE:

1.

101L & Bethany Home, received a letter from a Law Firm regarding a Zoning Change and
General Plan Amendment. Advised the City due to the proximity of project to 101L a permit
could be required to access ADOT’s Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a

permit.

101L & McDowell Road, received a letter from a Law Firm regarding a Zoning Change and
General Plan Amendment. Advised the City due to proximity of project to 101L a permit could
be required to access ADOT’s Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a

permit.

GOODYEAR:

1.

SEC of Bullard Avenue & McDowell, received copy of Site Plat. Provided permits contact
information if access was needed to ADOT’s Right of Way. Requested to review all plans when
available to ensure no access, encroachment or drainage issues existed.
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10.

Cotton Lane & Lower Buckeye Road - Phase 1, received Final Plat. Advised the City the project
was within the study corridor for the future 303L. Requested the developer contact ADOT’s
Right of Way Coordinator so they can be kept apprised of the development through all planning
stages.

Cotton Lane & Lower Buckeye Road - Phase 2, received Final Plat. Advised the City the project
was within the study corridor for the future 303L. Requested the developer contact ADOT’s
Right of Way Coordinator so they can be kept apprised of the development through all planning
stages.

[-10 & Litchfield Road, received second notice of Preliminary Site Plan. Advised the City they
would have to obtain a permit to construct a proposed 6’ masonry fence to access ADOT’s Right
of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit and website link for further
information.

Sarival & Lower Buckeye Road, received copy of Final Plat. Advised the City the project was in
alignment for the I-10 reliever. Requested the developer contact ADOT’s Right of Way
Coordinator so they can be kept apprised of the development through all planning stages.

Cotton Lane & Lower Buckeye Road - Phase 1 Parcel 4, received copy of Final Plat. Advised the
City the project was in alignment of the future 303L. Requested the developer contact ADOT’s
Right of Way Coordinator so they can be kept apprised of the development through all planning
stages.

NWC of Broadway & Perryville Road, received Final Plat. Advised the City the project was in
alignment of the study Corridor for SR 801. Requested the developer keep ADOT apprised of the
development through all planning stages.

SEC of Perryville Road & Broadway, received an email a Developer attaching a copy of their
Site Plan. Advised the City the proposed project was in the study corridor for the 303 Extension
& SR 801. Requested the developer contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator so they can be
kept apprised of the development through all planning stages.

Citrus Road & Broadway - Phase 3 Parcel 1F, received copy of Final Plat. Advised the City the
proposed project was in the study corridor for the future 303L. Requested the developer contact
ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

Elwood Road & Cotton Lane - Phase 3 Parcel 5, received copy of Final Plat. Advised the City
the proposed project was in the study corridor for the future 303L. Requested the developer
contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Elwood Road & Cotton Lane - Phase 2, Parcel 1C, received copy of Final Plat. Advised the City
the proposed project was in the study corridor for the future 303L. Requested the developer
contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

161%" Avenue & Eddie Albert Way, received copy of Site Plan. Advised the City the proposed
project was in the study corridor for the future 303 Extension & SR 801. Requested the
developer contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

NEC of MC 85 & Sarival, received copy of Site Plan . Advised the City project was located in
the study corridor for the future 303 Extension & SR 801. Requested the developer contact
ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

169™ Avenue & Commerce Drive, received copy of Site Plan. Advised the City the project was
located in the study corridor for the future 303 Extension & SR 801. Requested the developer
contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

157™ Avenue & Elwood Street, received copy of Site Plan . Advised the City the project was
located in the study corridor for the future 303 Extension & SR 801. Requested the developer
contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

NEC of Bullard Avenue & Van Buren, received copy of Preliminary Plat. Advised the City the
development was in the proximity of the I-10 widening project. Requested they contact ADOT’s
Valley Project Management Section to prevent any encroachment to our Right of Way.

NEC of Broadway & Perryville Road, received notice of a Rezoning Application. Advised the
City the proposed plan was located in the 801 study corridor. Requested they keep ADOT
apprised of development through all planning stages.

SWC of Cotton Lane & Yuma Road, received Site Plan. Advised the City the proposed project
would be affected by the future 303L which is currently under study, stating additional Right of
Way would be required, noting ADOT’s final Right of Way limits were not know at this time.
Requested they contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

SWC of I-10 & Litchfield Road, received notice of a Rezoning Application. Requested copy of
Site Plans, due to the proximity of the project to I-10, for further review.

SWC I-10 & Litchfield Road, received copy of Plat. Advised the City of permit requirements to
access ADOT’s Right of Way. Provided contact information.
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21. SWC I-10 & Litchfield Road, received copy of Preliminary Site Plat. Due to proximity of project
to I-10 advised the City of permit requirements to access ADOT’s Right of Way, Provided
contact information.

MARICOPA COUNTY:

1. I-10 & 339™ Avenue, received notification of a Development Master Plan. Requested the County
send copies of the plans when available for review, due to the proximity of project to I-10.

2. SEC of Avondale Boulevard & Southern, received notice of a Special Use Permit. Advised the
County ADOT was in the process of studying a project in this area. Requested they contact
ADOT Valley Project Management Section to keep them apprised of development through all
planning stages.

3. I-10 & Wintersburg Road, received notice of a Comprehensive Plan. Requested copies of plan to
review due to proximity of project to I-10. Provided access/encroachment permit contact
information.

4. 127" Avenue& Southern, received notice of a Special Use Permit. Requested copies of plans
from the County and recommended they contact ADOT Valley Project Management Section, so
they can be kept apprised of the development through all planning stages.

5. SWC of 227™ Avenue & Grand Avenue, received notice of a Zoning Change. Requested copies
of the plans when available for review to ensure there would be no access or encroachment

issues.

6. 7700 Block of 99™ Avenue, received notice of a Minor Amendment to a Special Use Permit.
Adpvised the County of ADOT’s permit requirements to access ADOT’s Right of Way. Provided
contact information for obtaining a permit.

7. 1I-8 & Painted Rock Dam Road, received notice of a Proposed Plan from a Developer. Advised
the County that the developer had been in contact with ADOT’s District Office in Yuma
regarding their plans and any permits needed.

8. 391" Avenue & Wintersburg Road, received notice of a Zoning Change from a Law Firm.
Advised them due to the proximity of the proposed plan to I-10 a permit would be required to
access our Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit.

9. 391* Avenue & Wintersburg Road, received copy of a Master Plan from the County. Advised
the County, due to the proximity of the project to I-10 a permit would be required to access our
Right of Way. Provided contact information for obtaining a permit.
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10.

11.

12.

SWC of Northern Avenue & SR 303, received notice of a Plan of Development. Advised the
County the project could be affected by the future widening of 303L Right of Way. A meeting
was held with the developer’s Attorney and ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator to discuss their
proposed plan. Recommended the County contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

SR87 Goldfield Ranch, received copies of letters from an Attorney and local citizens regarding a
recent Public Meeting concerning the proposed project. Advised both parties of current
construction improvements along SR 87. Provided permit requirements and contact information
if access was needed to ADOT’s Right of Way.

SR87 Goldfield Ranch Area Plan Update. Received notice of a second Public Hearing on
proposed project. Advised the County of current construction along SR 87, along with permit
requirements and contact information.

CITY OF MESA:

1.

NWC of US 60 & Crimson Road, received notice of a Zoning Change. Requested copy of
development plans for further review.

SWC of Thomas Road & Recker Road, received notice of a Zoning Change. Requested copy of
development plans for further review.

Williams Gateway Airport, received notice from an Engineering Firm of a proposed project.
Adpvised the City and Engineering Firm of ADOT’s future plans with SR 802, which is in one of
the alignments to their development. Recommended they contact ADOT’s Right of Way
Coordinator.

NEC of 8" Street & Dobson, received copy of Site Plan regarding a Zoning Change. Requested
copy of development plans for further review.

SEC of 202L & Warmer Road, received notice of a Use Permit & Zoning Change for a
“Landmark Sign”. Advised the City of ADOT’s sign requirements for outdoor advertising.
Provided contact information for obtaining a sign permit.

SEC of Crismon Road & Hampton Road, received notice of a Zoning Change. Requested copy
of development plans for further review.

2001 Award Recipient
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

US60 & Crismon, Road, received notice of a Public Meeting from an Acquisition Firm in
California. Requested copy of plans from the Developer. Advised the City of ADOT’s
encroachment/access guidelines and provided contact information due to the proximity of the
project to US 60.

US 60 & Superstition Springs Road, received a letter from the Developer regarding a Design
Review Meeting. Requested copy of plans for further review due to the proximity of the project

to US 60.

NWC of US 60 & Alma School Road, received notice of a Use Permit regarding a Landmark
Sign from a Developer. Advised the Developer of ADOT’s sign requirements for outdoor
advertising. Provided contact information for obtaining a sign permit.

Virginia Street East of Greenfield Road, received copy of Site Plan. Advised the City of ADOT’s
encroachment guidelines, provided permit contact information.

55™ Street & Thomas Road, received copy of Zoning Site Plan. Advised the City of ADOT’s
encroachment guidelines, provided permit contact information.

NWC of 202L & Recker Road, received copy of Zoning Site Plan & General Plan. Due to
proximity of plan to 202L, advised the City of ADOT’s encroachment guidelines, provided
permit contact information.

US 60 & Supersitition Springs Road, received second notice of a Public Hearing regarding a
proposed plan. Due to the proximity of the plan to US60, advised the City of ADOT’s
encroachment guidelines, provided permit contact information.

NWC of 202L & Recker Road, received second notice of proposed plan from Developer’s
Architect Firm. Due to proximity of plan to 202L, advised the City of ADOT’s encroachment
guidelines, provided permit contact information.

SWC of Thomas & Recker Road, received notice of Zoning Change of proposed plan. Advised
the City of ADOT’s encroachment guidelines, provided permit contact information.

MISCELLANEOUS - LOCAL PUBLIC AGENCIES

1.

NEC I-10 & Florence Boulevard received and reviewed Site Plan from City of Casa Grande. Due
to the proximity of the plan to I-10 advised the City of ADOT’s encroachment guidelines,
provided permit contact information.

2001 Award Recipient
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2.

“Sedona Community Plan”, received notice of Minor Amendment to the Town of Sedona’s
Community Plan. Referred the Town of Sedona to ADOT’s District Office in Flagstaff, so they
can be apprised of the development through all planning stages.

CITY OF PEORIA:

1.

101L & Olive Avenue, received notice of Site Plan. Due to the proximity of the plan to 101L,
advised the City of ADOT’s encroachment guidelines, provided permit contact information.

“Major General Plan Amendment” received from the City. Due to the wide scope of the Plan
requested copies of all development plans for further review. Provided encroachment guidelines
and permit contact information.

SWC of 83™ Avenue & Peoria, received notice of Zoning Change. Requested copy of plans from
Developer for further review due to US60 widening project in area.

84™ Avenue & Peoria, received notice of Conditional Use Permit. Requested copy of plans for
further review due to US60 widening project in area.

101L between Thunderbird & Greenway Road, received notice of a Trailhead Plan from the US
Army Corps of Engineer. Advised the City of a possible need for a 404 Permit. Provided
encroachment guidelines and permit contact information if access to Right of Way was needed.

NWC of 101L & Northern Avenue, received Amended Site Plan. Provided encroachment
guidelines and permit contact information if access was needed to Right of Way due to the
proximity of the project to 101L.

NEC of 101L & Peoria Avenue, received copy of Site Plan. Provided encroachment guidelines
and permit contact information if access to Right of Way was needed due to the proximity of the

project to 101L.

CITY OF PHOENIX:

1.

SEC of 101L & 19™ Avenue, received Sewer Plans from Engineering Firm. Provided
encroachment guidelines and permit contact information if access to Right of Way was needed
due to the proximity of the project to 101L.

SWC of 56" Street & Deer Valley Road, received copy of Site Plan. Provided encroachment
guidelines and permit contact information if access to Right of Way was needed due to the
proximity of the project to 101L.
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10.

11.

12.

NWC of 91* Avenue & Thomas Road, received copy of Preliminary Site Plan from City.
Provided encroachment guidelines and permit contact information if access to Right of Way was
needed due to the proximity of the project to 101L.

NWC of 91® Avenue & Thomas Road, received copy of Site Plan. Provided encroachment
guidelines and permit contact information if access to Right of Way was needed due to the
proximity of the project to 101L.

NWC of 25™ Avenue & Virginia, received an email from the City advising ADOT of a proposed
project for a Multi-Family Development. Requested copy of Site Plans to review. Provided
encroachment guidelines and permit contact information due to the proximity of the project to I-
17.

NWC of 25™ Avenue & Hayward Avenue, received an email from the City advising ADOT of a
proposed project for a Multi-Family Development. Requested copy of Site Plans to review.
Provided encroachment guidelines and permit contact information due to the proximity of the
project to I-17.

NWC of 25™ Avenue & Dunlap, received an email from the City advising ADOT of a proposed
Development. Requested copy of Site Plans to review. Provided encroachment guidelines and
permit contact information due to the proximity of the project to I-17.

SWC of 23™ Avenue & Hayward, received an email from the City advising ADOT of a proposed
Development. Requested copies of Site Plans to review, provided encroachment guidelines and
permit contact information due to the proximity of the project to I-17.

SEC of 67™ Avenue & McDowell, received an email from the City advising ADOT of a
proposed Development. Requested copy of Site Plans to review. Provided encroachment
guidelines and permit contact information due to the proximity of the project to I-17.

25" Avenue & Thomas, received letter from an Architect regarding a Zoning Change. Requested
copy of Plans to review due to the proximity of the project to I-17.

NEC of I-17 & Happy Valley Road, received copy of Preliminary Site Plans. Advised the City of
a property exchange agreement regarding the I-17 widening project. Provided encroachment
guidelines and permit contact information due to the proximity of the project to I-17.

27™ Avenue & Union Hills, received an email from the City advising ADOT of a proposed
Development. Requested copy of Site Plans to review. Provided encroachment guidelines and
permit contact information due to the proximity of the project to I-17.
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

NEC of 59™ Avenue & Buckeye Road. Advised the City of a recent meeting with ADOT’s
Right of Way Project Coordinator and the Developers regarding their proposed plan which
included a right turn exit only lane onto Buckeye Road. Recommended the Developer keep in
contact with ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator due to the project being in the area of the future
South Mountain Freeway.

91% Avenue & Lower Buckeye Road, received an email including a copy of a Site Plan from an
Engineering Company. Advised them the proposed plan was located within the area of the 101 &
202 Study Corridor for the future South Mountain Freeway. Recommended they contact
ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

SWC of 91" Avenue & Roeser Road, received an email from the City of a proposed
Development. Requested they send copies of the Plans to ADOT Valley Project Management
Section for review, due to project being in the Study Corridor for the I-10 reliever and 801.

SWC of 56™ Street & Deer Valley Road, received copies of a Site Plan. Advised the City of
ADOT’s encroachment guidelines and permit contact information due to the proximity of the
project to 101L.

SWC of Baseline Road & 59™ Avenue, received copies of a Site Plan. Recommended the City
contact ADOT Valley Project Management Section & ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator, due
to the project being within the area of the future South Mountain Freeway.

NEC of 56™ Street & 101L, received copies of a Site Plan. Advised the City of ADOT’s
encroachment guidelines and permit contact information due to the proximity of the project to
101L.

NWC of Baseline Road & 59™ Avenue. Received copy of Site Plan. Recommended the City
contact ADOT Valley Project Management Section & ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator, due
to the project being within the area of the future South Mountain Freeway. ,

NWC of I-17 & Dynamite Boulevard, received copy of Preliminary Site Plans. Advised the City
of immediate plans to widen I-17 at this location. After reviewing the plans submitted, they did
not provide enough geometric information to determine if the eastern boundary lines were
coincident with ADOT’s new Right of Way. Sent the City a copy of the new Order of Immediate
Possession. Provided encroachment guidelines and permit contact information if access was
needed to the southbound I-17 Frontage Road.

48" Street & University, received copy of Site Plan. Advised the City of encroachment
guidelines and contact name to obtain a permit.

NWC of 7™ Avenue & 101L, received copy of Site Plan. Advised the City of encroachment
guidelines and contact name to obtain a permit.
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23

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

. SEC of I-17 & Lone Cactus Drive, received copy of Site Plan. Advised the City of encroachment
guidelines and contact name to obtain a permit.

SWC of Baseline & 59™ Avenue, received second notice of proposed Site Plan. Recommended
the City contact ADOT Valley Project Management Section and ADOT’s Right of Way
Coordinator, due to the project being within the area of the future South Mountain Freeway.

I-10 & Baseline Road, received a copy of Site Plans. Provided encroachment guidelines and
contact name to obtain a permit due to the proximity of the project to I-10 Frontage Road.

NEC of I-17 & Dove Valley Road, received an email from the City of a proposed development.
Requested copy of the plans to review due to the proximity of the project to I-17.

NEC of 59" Avenue & Van Buren, received an email with a copy of a Master Plan from a
Developer. Advised the City that the project was in alignment for the future South Mountain
Freeway. Recommended they contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

37™ Street & Bell Road, received an email form the City of a proposed development. Requested
copy of the plans to review due to the proximity of the project to SR 51.

I-10 & 73" Avenue, received a copy of Site Plans. Advised the City of ADOT’s encroachment
guidelines, provided contact name for obtaining a permit due to the proximity of the project to I-
10.

SEC of I-17 & Williams Drive, received copy of Site Plans from an Architect Firm. Requested
confirmation of Right of Way Boundary lines from the Developers to ensure they coincide with
ADOT’s recent taking of the new Right of Way due to the I-17 widening project.

SWC of Thomas & SR 51, received an email from the City of a proposed development.
Requested copy of the plans. Provided encroachment guidelines and contact name for obtaining a
permit due to the proximity of the project to SR 51

2200 Block of I-17, received an email of a proposed development from the City. Requested copy
of the plans due to the proximity of the project to I-17. Provided encroachment guidelines and
contact name for obtaining a permit.

NEC of 93" Avenue & Thomas, received a second notice of a proposed development. Requested
copy of the plans due to the proximity of the project to 101L. Provided encroachment guidelines
and contact name for obtaining a permit.

3300 Block of I-17, received an email and copy of a Site Plan from a Real Estate Agent. Due to
the proximity of the project to the I-17 Frontage Road, provided encroachment guidelines and
contact information for obtaining a permit.
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35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

SEC of 51* Avenue & Roosevelt, received copy of Site Plan. Advised the City the project was in
alignment of the future South Mountain Freeway. Recommended they contact ADOT’s Right of
Way Project Coordinator.

NEC of Pinnacle Peak Road & I-17, received second notice of a proposed development.
Requested copy of the plans due to the proximity of the project to I-17.

NEC of Pinnacle Peak Road & I-17, received an email from the City of a proposed development.
Requested copy of the Site Plans, due to multiple projects within the same area. Advised the City
of ADOT’s concerns regarding a parcel that is located within a flood zone. Recommended the
City of Phoenix Flood Control & Flood Control District of Maricopa County intervene,
regarding a long term drainage system. Requested they contact ADOT Valley Project
Management Section on this project.

SWC of 59" Avenue & Broadway, received an email from the City of a proposed development.
Requested copy of the plans. Advised the City the project was in the study corridor for the future
South Mountain Freeway. Recommended they contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

SEC of I-17 & Williams Drive, received copy of a Preliminary Site Plan from the City. Noticed
the plans were the same as one we received from an Architect Firm in November 2007.
Requested copies of CADD files & Results of Survey to confirm ADOT’s Right of Way
boundaries due to the I-17 widening project.

STATE LAND DEPARTMENT:

1.

SR 89A - Prescott Valley, received notice for the installation of several gas lines. Requested
they send copies of the plans to ADOT’s District Office in Prescott so they can coordinate the
project with the Developers.

SR 89A — West of Coyote Springs, received notice of an application for the construction of a
crossroad off SR 89A. Requested they send copies of the plans to ADOT’s District Office in
Prescott so they can coordinate the project with the Developers.

Carefree Highway & Archery Road, received notice of an application for a traffic signal off
Carefree Highway. Provided encroachment guidelines and contact information to obtain a

permit.

I-17 & Dixileta Drive, received notice of an application for a proposed development. Provided
encroachment guidelines and contact information to obtain a permit.
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5.

Coconino, Mohave & Yavapai County, received notice of an application for a road connection
off US 66. Requested they send copies of the plans to ADOT’s District Office in Prescott so they
can coordinate the project with the Developers.

Coconino County, received notice of an application for a proposed development. Referred them
to ADOT’s District Office in Flagstaff for assistance and any needed permits.

SR 77 North of Snowflake, received notice of an application for access off SR 77. Referred them
to ADOT’s District Office in Flagstaff for assistance and any needed permits.

CITY OF SURPRISE:

1.

163" Avenue & US 60, received copy of a Site Plan from the City requesting an interchange off
US 60. Advised the City of encroachment guidelines and contact information for obtaining a

permit.

Corand Avenue & 163™ Avenue, received notice of a proposed development. Requested copies
of the plans. Advised the City of encroachment guidelines and contact information for obtaining
a permit.

SWC of Grand Avenue & Yorkshire Drive, received copy of a Plat. Advised the City of ADOT’s
plan to widen US 60 within this area. Recommended they contact ADOT’s Right of Way Project

Coordinator.

NWC of 303L & Waddell Road, received copy of Site Plan. Due to the proximity of the project
to 303L, provided encroachment guidelines and contact information for obtaining a permit.

SEC of 303L & Cactus Road, received copy of a Site Plan. Due to the proximity of the project to
303L, provided encroachment guidelines and contact information for obtaining a permit.

NWC of 303L & Cactus Road, received copy of a Final Plat. Due to the proximity of the project
to 303L, provided encroachment guidelines and contact information for obtaining a permit.

US 60 & 203™ Avenue, received copy of a Plat. Advised the City of ADOT’s plan to widen US
60 within this area. Recommended they contact ADOT’s Right of Way Coordinator.

City of Surprise General Plan — received an email from the City regarding several projects in
their General Plan. Requested copies of the plans on each project. Advised them of ADOT’s
plans to widen US 60 in this area.

SEC of Parkview & Mountain View, received copy of a Site Plan. Advised the City of ADOT’s
encroachment guidelines, due to the proximity of the project to US 60. Provided contact
information for obtaining a permit.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

SWC of Grand Avenue & Yorkshire Drive, received copy of a Plan. Advised the City of
ADOT’s plan to widen US 60 within this area. Recommended they contact ADOT’s Right of

Way Coordinator.

SEC of 303L & Bell Road, received copy of a Site Plan. Advised the City of ADOT’s
encroachment guidelines, due to the proximity of the project to 303L. Provided contact
information for obtaining a permit.

West of Grand Avenue & South of Parkview Place, received copy of a Plan. Advised the City of
ADOT’s plan to widen US 60 within this area. Recommended they contact ADOT’s Right of

Way Coordinator.

SEC 303L & Cholla, received copy of a Site Plan. Advised the City of ADOT’s encroachment
guidelines, due to the proximity of the project to 303L. Provided contact information for

obtaining a permit.

CITY OF TEMPE:

14. NWC of Baseline & Price Road, received copy of a Site Plan. Advised the City of ADOT’s

encroachment guidelines, due to the proximity of the project to 101L Frontage Road. Provided
contact information for obtaining a permit.

2001 Award Recipient
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MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
April 15, 2008

SUBJECT:
Conformity Consultation

SUMMARY:

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on conformity assessments for
an amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program. The proposed amendment includes the addition of six Valley Metro Transportation
Enhancement funded projects in fiscal years 2008, 2009, and 2010, and a new Arizona Department
of Transportation (ADOT) Noise Reduction Study project in FY 2008. In addition, an administrative
modification is required for the repackaging of City of Tempe pedestrian and bicycle facility projects
on College Avenue, and to increase funding for two ADOT projects. Since this item was on the
Management Committee for consultation, there has been an additional project identified by the City of
Chandler that needs a modification. The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as
exempt from conformity determinations and the administrative modification includes minor project
revisions that do not require a conformity determination. The comment period on the conformity
assessments is now extended to April 23, 2008.

PUBLIC INPUT:
An opportunity for public comment was provided at the April 9, 2008 MAG Management Committee
meeting and no public comments were received.

PROS & CONS:
PROS: Interagency consultation for the amendment notifies the planning agencies of project
modifications to the TIP.

CONS: The review of the conformity assessments requires additional time in the project approval
process.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:
TECHNICAL: The amendment may not be considered until the consultation process for the conformity
assessments are completed.

POLICY: Federal transportation conformity regulations require interagency consultation on
development of the transportation plan, TIP, and associated conformity determinations to include a
process involving the Metropolitan Planning Organization, State and local air quality planning agencies,
State and local transportation agencies, Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Highway
Administration, and the Federal Transit Administration. Consultation on the conformity assessment
has been prepared in accordance with federal regulations, MAG Conformity Consultation Processes
adopted by the Regional Council in February 1996 and MAG Transportation Conformity Guidance and



Procedures adopted by the Regional Council in March 1996. In addition, federal guidance is followed
in response to court rulings regarding transportation conformity.

ACTION NEEDED:
Consultation.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

Management Committee: This item was on the agenda of the April 9, 2008 MAG Management
Committee meeting for consultation.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Christopher Brady, Mesa
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Jon Pearson, Carefree Carl Swenson for Terry Ellis, Peoria
Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek Karen Peters for Frank Fairbanks,Phoenix
Mark Pentz, Chandler John Kross, Queen Creek
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
El Mirage Indian Community
Phil Dorchester, Fort McDowell Brad Lundahl for John Little, Scottsdale
Yavapai Nation Prisila Ferreira, Surprise
# Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills Amber Wakeman for Charlie Meyer, Tempe
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
Community * Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
George Pettit, Gilbert * Victor Mendez, ADOT
Ed Beasley, Glendale Kenny Harris for David Smith,
Mark Brown for Brian Dalke, Goodyear Maricopa County
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated by telephone conference call.
+ Participated by videoconference call.

Transportation Review Committee: On March 27, 2008, the MAG Transportation Review Committee
made a recommendation to approve amendments and administrative modifications to the FY 2008-
2012 Transportation Improvement Program.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Maricopa County: John Hauskins Mesa: Scott Butler
ADOT: Floyd Roehrich Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli
Avondale: David Fitzhugh Peoria: Dan Nissen for David Moody
Buckeye: Scott Lowe Phoenix: Tom Callow
Chandler: Patrice Kraus * Queen Creek: Mark Young
El Mirage: Lance Calvert RPTA: Bryan Jungwirth
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel Scottsdale: Dave Meinhart for

* Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer Mary O’Connor
Gilbert: Tami Ryall Surprise: Stephanie Wilson for
Glendale: Terry Johnson Randy Overmyer

* Goodyear: Cato Esquivel Tempe: Carlos De Leon

* Guadalupe: Jim Ricker Valley Metro Rail: John Farry

Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis Youngtown: Lloyce Robinson



EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING

* Regional Bicycle Task Force: Vacant * Pedestrian Working Group:
* Street Committee: Darryl Crossman, Eric Iwersen, City of Tempe
Litchfield Park * ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.
+ - Attended by Videoconference
# - Attended by Audioconference

CONTACT PERSON:
Dean Giles, MAG, (602) 254-6300.



City of Apache Junction 4 City of Avondale 4 Town of Buckeye 4 Town of Carefree 4 Town of Cave Creek 4 City of Chandler 4 City of £l Mirage 4 Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation 4 Town of Fountain Hills 4 Town of Gila Bend
Gila River Indian Community & Town of Gilbert 4 City of Glendale 4 City of Goodyear & Town of Guadalupe # City of Litchfield Park 4 Maricopa County 4 City of Mesa 4 Town of Paradise Valley 4 City of Peoria A City of Phoenix
Town of Queen Creek 4 Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Cammunity 4 City of Scottsdale 4 City of Surprise 4 City of Tempe 4 City of Tolleson 4 Town of Wickenburg 4 Town of Youngtown 4 Arizona Department of Transportation

VMIARICOPA
ASSOCIATION of

. GOVERNMENTS

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 4 Phoenix, Arizona 85003
Phone (602) 254-8300 4 FAX (602) 254-6480
E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov 4 Web site: www. mag. maricopa.gov

April 15, 2008

TO: Leslie Rogers, Federal Transit Administration
Robert Hollis, Federal Highway Administration
Victor Mendez, Arizona Department of Transportation
Stephen Owens, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
David Boggs, Regional Public Transportation Authority
Debbie Cotton, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department
Robert Kard, Maricopa County Air Quality Department
Maxine Leather, Central Arizona Association of Governments
Donald Gabrielson, Pinal County Air Quality Control District
Wienke Tax, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
Other Interested Parties

FROM: Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist

SUBJECT: CONSULTATION ON A CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED
AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012

MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

On April 1, 2008, the Maricopa Association of Governments distributed a memorandum for consultation
on a conformity assessment for an amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program. The proposed amendment includes the addition of six Valley Metro
Transportation Enhancement funded projects in fiscal years 2008, 2009, and 2010, and a new Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT) Noise Reduction Study project in FY 2008. In addition, an
administrative modification is required for the repackaging of City of Tempe pedestrian and bicycle facility
projects on College Avenue, and to increase funding for two ADOT projects. Since that time, MAG
received a request from the City of Chandler to change the description and cost information for a bicycle
lane and left turn lane project at the Chandler Boulevard and Loop 101 traffic interchange. (see attachment).
The comment period on the conformity assessments is now extended to April 23, 2008.

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and has found that
consultation is required on the conformity assessment. The amendment includes projects that may be
categorized as exempt from conformity determinations and the administrative modification includes minor
project revisions that do not require a conformity determination. The conformity finding of the TIP and the
associated Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as amended, that was made by the Federal Highway
Administration and Federal Transit Administration on November 19, 2007 remains unchanged by this
action. The conformity assessment is being transmitted for consultation to the agencies and other interested
parties listed above. If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (602) 254-6300.

Attachment

cc: Nancy Wrona, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County ~ ——— —




ATTACHMENT

CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE
MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The federal transportation conformity rule requires interagency consultation when making changes to a
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Transportation Plan. The consultation processes are also
provided in the Arizona Conformity Rule. This information is provided for consultation as outlined in the
MAG Conformity Consultation Processes document adopted by the MAG Regional Council on
February 28, 1996. In addition, federal guidance is followed in response to court rulings regarding
transportation conformity.

The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations and
the administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity
determination. Types of projects considered exempt are defined in the federal transportation conformity
rule. The proposed amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program and Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update includes the projects previously
distributed under the April 1, 2008 consultation memorandum, and the project on the attached table. The
project number, agency, and description is provided, followed by the conformity assessment.

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and consultation is required
on the conformity assessment. The projects are not expected to create adverse emission impacts or interfere
with Transportation Control Measure implementation. The conformity finding of the TIP and the associated
Regional Transportation Plan that was made by the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit
Administration on November 19, 2007 remains unchanged by this action.
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MARICOPA
» ASSOCIATION of

GOVERNMENTS

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 4 Phoenix, Arizona 85003
Phone (802) 254-6300 4 FAX (602) 254-6490
E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov 4 Web site: www.mag. maricopa.gov

April 1, 2008

TO: Leslie Rogers, Federal Transit Administration
Robert Hollis, Federal Highway Administration
Victor Mendez, Arizona Department of Transportation
Stephen Owens, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
David Boggs, Regional Public Transportation Authority/ Valley Metro
Debbie Cotton, City of Phoenix Public Transit Department
Robert Kard, Maricopa County Air Quality Department
Maxine Leather, Central Arizona Association of Governments
Donald Gabrielson, Pinal County Air Quality Control District
Wienke Tax, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
Other Interested Parties

FROM: Dean Giles, Air Quality Planning Program Specialist
SUBJECT: CONSULTATION ON A CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED

AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012
MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The Maricopa Association of Governments is conducting consultation on a conformity assessment for an
amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program. The proposed amendment includes the addition of six Valley Metro Transportation Enhancement
funded projects in fiscal years 2008, 2009, and 2010, and a new Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) Noise Reduction Study project in FY 2008. In addition, an administrative modification is required
for the repackaging of City of Tempe pedestrian and bicycle facility projects on College Avenue, and to
increase funding for two ADOT projects. Comments on the conformity assessment are requested by
April 18, 2008.

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and has found that
consultation is required on the conformity assessment. The amendment includes projects that may be
categorized as exempt from conformity determinations and the administrative modification includes minor
project revisions that do not require a conformity determination. The conformity finding of the TIP and the
associated Regional Transportation Plan 2007 Update, as amended, that was made by the Federal Highway
Administration and Federal Transit Administration on November 19, 2007 remains unchanged by this
action. The conformity assessment is being transmitted for consultation to the agencies and other interested
parties listed above. If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at (602) 254-6300.

Attachment

cc: Nancy Wrona, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality

— A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County

City of Apache Junction A City of Avondale 4 Town of Buckeye 4 Town of Carefree 4 Town of Cave Creek 4 City of Chandler 4 City of £l Mirage 4 Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation 4 Town of Fnuntajn Hills ATown uf Gila Bend .
Gila River Indian Community A Town of Gilbert 4 City of Glendale A City of Goodyear & Town of Guadalupe 4 City of Litchfield Park 4 Maricopa County 4 City of Mesa 4 Town of Paradise ValleylA City of Peoria 4 City of Phueryx
Town of Queen Creek A Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 4 City of Scottsdale 4 City of Surprise 4 City of Tempe 4 City of Tolleson # Town of Wickenburg 4 Town of Youngtown 4 Arizona Department of Transportation



ATTACHMENT

CONFORMITY ASSESSMENT FOR A PROPOSED AMENDMENT AND ADMINISTRATIVE
MODIFICATION TO THE FY 2008-2012 MAG TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The federal transportation conformity rule requires interagency consultation when making changes to a
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Transportation Plan. The consultation processes are also
provided in the Arizona Conformity Rule. This information is provided for consultation as outlined in the
MAG Conformity Consultation Processes document adopted by the MAG Regional Council on
February 28, 1996. In addition, federal guidance is followed in response to court rulings regarding
transportation conformity.

The amendment includes projects that may be categorized as exempt from conformity determinations and
the administrative modification includes minor project revisions that do not require a conformity
determination. Types of projects considered exempt are defined in the federal transportation conformity
rule. The proposed amendment and administrative modification to the FY 2008-2012 MAG Transportation
Improvement Program includes the projects on the attached table. The project number, agency, and
description is provided, followed by the conformity assessment.

MAG has reviewed the projects for compliance with the federal conformity rule and consultation is required
on the conformity assessment. The projects are not expected to create adverse emission impacts or interfere
with Transportation Control Measure implementation. The conformity finding of the TIP and the associated
Regional Transportation Plan that was made by the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit
Administration on November 19, 2007 remains unchanged by this action.
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Agenda Ttem #56G

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
April 15, 2008

SUBJECT:
Discussion and Update on the Draft FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget

SUMMARY:

Each year staff develops the MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget. The Work
Program is reviewed in April by the federal agencies and approved by the Regional Council in May. The
proposed budget information is being presented incrementally in parallel with the development of the
budget information (see Prior Committee Actions below for the presentation timeline of the budget). This
presentation and review of the FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget
represent the budget document development to-date.

The Management Committee reviewed the development of the Work Program and Annual Budget at its
meetings on January 9, February 13, March 14, and April 9, 2008. Due to current economic conditions,
MAG is proposing no increase in estimated dues and assessments. The individual member dues and
assessments may change due to population allocation, but the overall dues and assessments total of
$606,550 remains the same amount as FY 2008.

Each year new projects are proposed for inclusion in the MAG planning efforts. These new project
proposals come from the various MAG technical committees, policy committees and other discussions with
members and stakeholders regarding joint efforts within the region. These projects are subject to review
and input by the commiittees as they go through the budget process. The proposed new projects for FY
2009 were presented at the February 13, 2008 Management Committee meeting, the February 27, 2008
Regional Council meeting, and the March 17, 2008 Regional Council Executive Committee meeting.

The new project requests have been revised and an updated FY 2009 “MAG Programs in Brief’ with the
revised new project requests is included in the packet. Since the new projects for FY 2009 were presented
in March, there have been two changes to the project list. An Air Quality Associate for $80,000 has been
deleted and a transportation project entitled, “MAG Travel Demand Modeling - Pinal County Review,” has
been added for $80,000. The MAG Travel Demand model extends far into Pinal County and the travel
demand in Maricopa County also reflects the population and economic activity in Pinal County. As input,
the model uses socioeconomic projections and the road network in Pinal County. Using the planning
resources and data that have been collected by CAAG, CAAG will provide the review and changes
necessary to accurately portray the projections and transportation network in Pinal County.

The FY 2009 budgeted expenses for MAG show an overall increase of about 1.6 percent from last year.
This increase is due to a budgeted increase in contingency from 10 percent to 15 percent. Setting
contingency as 15 percent of operating expenditures is a recommended best practice by the Government
Finance Officer’s Association. Capital Expenditures for FY 2009 have been reduced by 50 percent from
the prior year. The majority of MAG’s capital equipment inventory is computer hardware which is on a
replacement cycle of approximately every three years. Unless additional capital is being added to the
overall inventory, the budgeted capital costs remain constant.

MAG staff has an annual performance evaluation in June and based on performance, salary increases that
average up to five percent may be considered. There are no new staff positions being requested for FY
2009 and FTE at MAG remains at 75.25.



Information for this presentation of the draft budget documents is included for your early review and input.
The information is considered draft and is subject to change as the budget continues through the review
process.

The Intermodal Planning Group meeting was held on April 2, 2008. This meeting included a review and
comments on the draft FY 2009 MAG budget by the Federal Highway Administration, the Federal Transit
Administration, ADOT, EPA, and other related parties. The overall comments from this meeting were
extremely positive regarding the project work that MAG has underway and planned in meeting the
SAFETEA-LU requirements. Specifically the comments from the FTA stated that the MAG Work Program
is thorough and covers the key point successfully. FTA noted that the Coordinated Human Services Plan
and report of activity are especially important this year because some FTA funds will lapse prior to October
1, 2008.

PUBLIC INPUT:
None.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: In January, February and March proposed new projects, estimated revenues and
expenditures, and dues and assessments were reviewed. In March, MAG presented a draft summary
of the FY 2009 budget document, “MAG Programs in Brief” and a draft FY 2009 MAG Unified Planning
Work Program and Annual Budget. The budget summary will allow our members to quickly decipher
the financial implications of the MAG budget.

CONS: None.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: The Federal Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 requires a
metropolitan planning organization to develop a unified planning work program that meets the
requirements of federal law. Additionally, the MAG By-Laws require approval and adoption of a budget
for each fiscal year and a service charge schedule.

POLICY: As requested by the MAG Executive Committee and subsequently approved by the Regional
Council in May 2002, the MAG Work Program and Annual Budget detail is being presented earlier to
the Management Committee and there is increased notice to members on the budget. MAG is
providing a budget summary that outlines new programs and presents the necessary resources to
implement these programs. This summary allows member agencies to quickly decipher the financial
implications of such programs prior to their approval for implementation.

ACTION NEEDED:
Information.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
This item was on the April 14, 2008 Regional Council Executive Committee agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa
Chair Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Treasurer
Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair * Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale
Mayor Steven M. Berman, Gilbert Mayor Thomas L. Schoaf, Litchfield Park

* Not present
# Participated by video or telephone conference call

This item was on the April 9, 2008 MAG Management Committee agenda.



MEMBERS ATTENDING
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair
George Hoffman, Apache Junction
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye
Jon Pearson, Carefree
Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall,
El Mirage
Phil Dorchester, Fort McDowell
Yavapai Nation
# Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community
George Pettit, Gilbert
Ed Beasley, Glendale
Mark Brown for Brian Dalke, Goodyear
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe
Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park

Christopher Brady, Mesa

Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley

Carl Swenson for Terry Ellis, Peoria

Karen Peters for Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix

John Kross, Queen Creek

Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community

Brad Lundahl for John Little, Scottsdale

Prisila Ferreira, Surprise

Amber Wakeman for Charlie Meyer,

Tempe

Chris Hurley for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Gary Edwards, Wickenburg

* Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
* Victor Mendez, ADOT

Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa

Co

David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Participated by telephone conference call.

+ Participated by videoconference call.

Regional Council: This item was on the March 26, 2008 Regional Council agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair
Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair

Councilmember Robin Barker, Apache
Junction
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale
Councilmember Elaine May for
Mayor Bobby Bryant, Buckeye
Mayor Wayne Fulcher, Carefree
Councilmember Dick Esser, Cave Creek
Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler
Mayor Fred Waterman, El Mirage
* President Clinton Pattea, Fort McDowell
Yavapai Nation
* Mayor Wally Nichols, Fountain Hills
Mayor Fred Hull, Gila Bend
Governor William Rhodes, Gila River
Indian Community
Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert
* Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale

+ * I# ¥

*

*

* 3

Mayor Rebecca Jimenez, Guadalupe
Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park

Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa County

Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa
Mayor Ed Winkler, Paradise Valley
# Mayor Bob Barrett, Peoria
Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Phoenix
# Mayor Art Sanders, Queen Creek
* President Diane Enos, Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community
Mayor Lyn Truitt, Surprise
Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe
* Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson
* Mayor Ron Badowski, Wickenburg
Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown
Felipe Zubia, State Transportation Board
* Vacant, State Transportation Board
* David Martin, Citizens Transportation
Oversight Committee

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Attended by telephone conference call.

+ Attended by videoconference call.

This item was on the March 17, 2008 Regional Council Executive Committee agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear,
Chair

* Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa

Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair

Mayor Thomas L. Schoaf, Litchfield Park

Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Treasurer
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale
Mayor Steven M. Berman, Gilbert



* Not present
# Participated by video or telephone conference call

Management Committee: This item was on the March 14, 2008 Management Committee agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Chair Mark Johnson, Guadalupe
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair * Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park
* George Hoffman, Apache Junction Christopher Brady, Mesa
* Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Jon Pearson, Carefree Terry Ellis, Peoria
* Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
Mark Pentz, Chandler * John Kross, Queen Creek
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage * Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Phil Dorchester, Fort McDowell Indian Community
Yavapai Nation Kathy Rice for Surprise
* Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills Charlie Meyer, Tempe
Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend * Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
* Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
Community * Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
George Pettit, Gilbert Rakesh Tripathi for Victor Mendez, ADOT
Horatio Skeete for Ed Beasley, Glendale * David Smith, Maricopa County
* Brian Dalke, Goodyear David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated by telephone conference call. +Participated by videoconference call.

Regional Council: This item was on the February 27, 2008 Regional Council agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair * Mayor Rebecca Jimenez, Guadalupe
* Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair * Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park
# Councilmember Robin Barker, Apache Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa County
Junction Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale Councilmember Brian Cooney for Mayor
# Councilmember Elaine May for Mayor Ed Winkler, Paradise Valley
Bobby Bryant, Buckeye Mayor Bob Barrett, Peoria
# Mayor Wayne Fulcher, Carefree * Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Phoenix
Vice Mayor Gilbert Lopez for Councilmember Mayor Art Sanders, Queen Creek
Dick Esser, Cave Creek Vice President Martin Harvier for President
Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler Diane Enos, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Mayor Fred Waterman, El Mirage Indian Community
* President Raphael Bear, Fort McDowell Mayor Lyn Truitt, Surprise
Yavapai Nation Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe
Councilmember Jay Schlum for * Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson
Mayor Wally Nichols, Fountain Hills # Mayor Ron Badowski, Wickenburg
Mayor Fred Hull, Gila Bend Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown
* Governor William Rhodes, Gila River Felipe Zubia, State Transportation Board
Indian Community * Vacant, State Transportation Board

Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert Vacant, Citizens Transportation
Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale Oversight Committee

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Attended by telephone conference call.
+ Attended by videoconference call.

This item was on the February 19, 2008 Regional Council Executive Committee agenda.



MEMBERS ATTENDING
Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair
# Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair
Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Treasurer
Mayor Steven M. Berman, Gilbert

* Not present

Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa
# Mayor Thomas L. Schoaf, Litchfield Park
* Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale

# Participated by video or telephone conference call

Management Committee: This item was on the February 13, 2008 Management Committee agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Chair
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair
# Matthew Busby for George Hoffman,
Apache Junction
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye
Jon Pearson, Carefree
* Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek
Mark Pentz, Chandler
Dr. Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall,
El Mirage
Alfonso Rodriguez for Phil Dorchester,
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation
* Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills
* Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian
Community
George Pettit, Gilbert
Jessica Blazina for Ed Beasley, Glendale
Brian Dalke, Goodyear

Mark Johnson, Guadalupe

Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park

Scott Butler for Christopher Brady, Mesa

Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley

Carl Swenson for Terry Ellis, Peoria

Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix

Patrick Flynn for John Kross, Queen Creek

Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community

Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise

Charlie Meyer, Tempe

Reyes Medrano, Tolleson

Gary Edwards, Wickenburg

Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown

Kwi-Sung Kang for Victor Mendez, ADOT

Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa

Co

Iéryan Jungwirth for David Boggs,
Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

# Participated by telephone conference call.

+Participated by videoconference call.

Regional Council: This item was on the January 28, 2008 Regional Council agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair
* Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair
# Councilmember Robin Barker, Apache
Junction
Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale
# Councilmember Elaine May for Mayor
Bobby Bryant, Buckeye
# Mayor Wayne Fulcher, Carefree
Vice Mayor Gilbert Lopez for Councilmember
Dick Esser, Cave Creek
Mayor Boyd Dunn, Chandler
Mayor Fred Waterman, El Mirage
* President Raphael Bear, Fort McDowell
Yavapai Nation
Councilmember Jay Schlum for
Mayor Wally Nichols, Fountain Hills
Mayor Fred Hull, Gila Bend
* Governor William Rhodes, Gila River
Indian Community
Mayor Steven Berman, Gilbert
* Mayor Elaine Scruggs, Glendale

* Mayor Rebecca Jimenez, Guadalupe

Mayor Thomas Schoaf, Litchfield Park

Supervisor Max W. Wilson, Maricopa County

Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa

Councilmember Brian Cooney for Mayor

Ed Winkler, Paradise Valley

Mayor Bob Barrett, Peoria

Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Phoenix

Mayor Art Sanders, Queen Creek

Vice President Martin Harvier for President
Diane Enos, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community

Mayor Lyn Truitt, Surprise

Mayor Hugh Hallman, Tempe

Mayor Adolfo Gamez, Tolleson

# Mayor Ron Badowski, Wickenburg

Mayor Michael LeVault, Youngtown
Felipe Zubia, State Transportation Board
* Vacant, State Transportation Board
* Vacant, Citizens Transportation
Oversight Committee

*

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.



# Attended by telephone conference call. + Attended by videoconference call.

Executive Committee: This item was on the January 14, 2008 MAG Regional Council Executive
Committee agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING
Mayor James M. Cavanaugh, Goodyear, Chair ~ Mayor Keno Hawker, Mesa
Mayor Mary Manross, Scottsdale, Vice Chair Mayor Thomas L. Schoaf, Litchfield Park
* Vice Mayor Peggy Neely, Treasurer Mayor Marie Lopez Rogers, Avondale
Mayor Steven M. Berman, Gilbert

* Not present # Participated by video or telephone conference call
Management Committee: This item was on the January 9, 2008 Management Committee agenda.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

# Jan Dolan, Scottsdale, Chair Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park
Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair # Scott Butler for Christopher Brady, Mesa
# Matthew Busby for George Hoffman, Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Apache Junction Terry Ellis, Peoria
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Frank Fairbanks, Phoenix
* Jon Pearson, Carefree # John Kross, Queen Creek
* Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek # Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
# Mark Pentz, Chandler Indian Community
Dr. Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, El Mirage Michelle Lehman for Jim Rumpeltes, Surprise
Alfonso Rodriguez, Fort McDowell # Charlie Meyer, Tempe
Yavapai Nation * Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
# Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills # Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
* Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend # Mark Hannah for Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Community # Dale Buskirk for Victor Mendez, ADOT
George Pettit, Gilbert # Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa Co.
* Ed Beasley, Glendale Chris Curcio for Dave Boggs, Valley
# Brian Dalke, Goodyear Metro/RPTA

# Mark Johnson, Guadalupe

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated by telephone conference call. + Participated by videoconference call.

CONTACT PERSON:
Rebecca Kimbrough, MAG Fiscal Services Manager, (602) 452-5051



MAG Programs in Brief

Draft FY 2008-2009
Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget
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Phoenix, AZ 85003



Mmcomx FY 2009 Unified Planning Work Program & Annual Budget

ASS0OCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS MAG Programs in Brief

Budget Highlights

The MAG annual budget process begins eight months before the final budget is adopted, however, budget management
activities at MAG continue throughout the year. To begin preparing the budget, each division is asked to submit new
project and/or staffing requests. These requests are initiated by MAG committee project needs and other request and
guidance from our members. The requests are brought to the Regional Council, Management Committee, Regional
Council Executive Committee and Intergovernmental Representatives for review and discussion during January and
February.

New Projects for FY 2009

Environmental Programs

Air Quality Technical Assistance On Call $280,000
As the designated Regional Air Quality Planning Agency for the Maricopa area, MAG conducts air quality modeling

and prepares air quality plans to attain and maintain the National Ambient Air Quality Standards. MAG will also be
conducting an inventory of dirt roads and the estimated traffic counts by jurisdiction to measure the progress in
eliminating dirt roads each year. In addition, MAG may need to provide supplemental analysis and information for the
Five Percent Plan for PM-10 to the Environmental Protection Agency. Consultant expertise will be needed in the
following technical air quality areas: air quality modeling; air quality monitoring and meteorology; traffic surveys and
emissions inventories; dirt road inventories and tracking progress made to pave dirt roads; statistical analysis of data;
analysis of control measures; implementation of control measures; tracking implementation of committed control
measures; air quality plan preparation; CMAQ evaluation methodologies; and transportation conformity.

MAG Air Quality Associate $130,000
Technical assistance from one MAG Associate will be needed. The associate is budgeted for $130,000. Expertise is

needed in the following technical air quality areas: air quality modeling and model validation; air quality monitoring
and meteorology; emissions inventories; statistical analysis of data; analysis of control measures; air quality plan
preparation including the technical support document; CMAQ evaluation methodologies and project evaluation process;
and transportation conformity.

Human Services Program

Ambassador Program Support $5,000
This volunteer program will increase the capacity of transportation programs to conduct community outreach and

increase ridership. This will also help to coordinate transportation programs, particularly for older adults, people with
disabilities, and people with low incomes. Ambassadors will be recruited from all around the region and various
communities. The requested funds will cover costs associated with the annual meeting and incentives such as bus passes
for the volunteers.

HUD Application Support $4,000
An associate is needed for technical assistance in completing the HUD application. This program helps the agencies

providing the homeless assistance programs and will keep the region competitive in the national competition for funds.

Continuum of Care Support $10,000
Continuum of Care support includes an annual luncheon and award ceremony which occurs in the second quarter for

homeless advocates, champions, and service providers in order to increase motivation and collaboration.
Communications Program

Litter Prevention and Education $300,000
This consultant project will provide assistance for an array of communication services — including public education,

advertising, community partnerships, and other outreach efforts — that will increase awareness of the freeway litter
problem in the MAG Region and lead to measurable changes in behavior among offenders.
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Video Outreach Associate $24,000

A Freelance writer/producer Associate is needed to assist in the video outreach program through project management.
An Associate would help with pre-production; shot-sheeting and writing scripts; and overseeing post-production.

MAG Web Site Support $20,000
An extensive update of the MAG Web site in both graphic presentation and functionality is needed. The new interface

and functions would be based on both internal and external user input, and recommendations from outside consultants.
Transportation Programs

2009 Regional Bike Safety Education Campaign $174,000
The Bicycle Education project will be carried out by Valley Metro and will include strategic marketing, community

outreach, education and communications plan for a bicycle safety education campaign in Maricopa County.

Traffic Signal Optimization Program (TSOP) On-Call $300,000
The MAG Traffic Signal Optimization Program (TSOP) has successfully completed 22 projects in eleven MAG

jurisdictions. Projects launched through this program provide technical assistance to member agencies for improving
traffic signal coordination, optimization, and review of operations through simulation modeling. Assistance is provided
by consultants hired by MAG through an on-call services contract.

Transportation Planning Workshop Series $20,000
The Transportation Division will host a Transportation Planning Workshop Series, consisting of three workshops over

the year for member agencies and stakeholders on transportation planning topics. This workshop series will provide
an opportunity for member agencies to explore different transportation planning activities that could benefit their
community and the MAG region.

Assessment of Access Management Practices $35,000
The implementation of effective access management can reduce congestion, improve public safety, facilitate the use of

alternate modes of transportation, and reduce commute times, fuel consumption, and vehicular emissions. An assessment
of the region’s access management practices is required to determine the current management policies and practices.

MAG Traffic Interchange (TI) Spacing Policy Study $75,000
Recent studies by the Federal Highway Administration suggest that increasing the distance between traffic interchanges

along a freeway considerably improves safety and capacity. Data from these studies show that a freeway corridor with
two-mile TI spacing at two miles has up to 2%z times fewer crashes over a freeway corridor with one-mile spacing, and
a greater throughput in capacity. The primary purpose for the project will be to establish consent among member
agencies for greater T1 spacing on future regional freeway corridors; especially those recommended in the Hassayampa
Valley and Hidden Valley Transportation Framework Study.

MAG Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Integration Study $75,000
This project will produce a set of guidelines that review the practices of other states on the cutting edge of transportation

integration, and develop a range of applications for our region.

2009 Bicycle Design Assistance Program $250,000
The intent of the 2009 Bicycle Design Assistance Program is to design crossings for on-street and off-street facilities

with an emphasis on creating an interconnected network. There are hundreds of miles of canals that can potentially be
connected to create an amazing green belt throughout the region, similar to Scottsdale’s Indian Bend Wash.

2009 Pedestrian Design Assistance Program $150,000
The Pedestrian Design Assistance program was initiated in 1996 to encourage the development of designs for pedestrian

facilities according to the MAG Pedestrian Policies and Design Guidelines. The intent of the program is to stimulate
integration of pedestrian facilities into the planning and design of all types of infrastructure and development. Three to
five projects submitted by MAG member agencies will be designed by professional consultants using the MAG
Pedestrian Policies and Design Guidelines.
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Valley Metro/RPTA Planning Support $224,720
This project provides funding from MAG to Valley Metro/RPTA to provide ongoing planning support and coordination

to ensure the future bus transit network program areas: Four areas of planning are addressed: 1) long range transit
planning; 2) short range transit planning; 3) capital planning; and 4) planning program administration.

Non-recurring Congestion Study $300,000
The goal of this project would be to gain a better understanding of the role played by various traffic and weather events

that lead to non-recurring traffic congestion on freeways and arterials. Such an understanding could lead to effective
operational countermeasures that would help regain lost capacity due to NRC, thus reducing the immediate and very
costly demand for construction of new road capacity.

Non-Engineering Strategies for Improving Road Safety On-Call $50,000
The goal of this study is to develop metrics on the effectiveness of non-engineering road safety countermeasures. The

study findings could be used in Safety Planning to determine resource needs to address Enforcement, Education, and
Emergency Medical Services areas of a comprehensive safety improvement strategy.

Evaluation of Roundabout Signage On-Call $50,000
In recent years, a number of roundabouts have been constructed in the Phoenix metropolitan area. The first few

roundabout were mostly on local road systems. Local agencies have begun to build roundabouts at higher volume
arterial intersections. Roundabouts generally eliminate the need for traffic signals at intersections, unless the traffic
volumes on the approaches are very high. Roundabout operations eliminate more severe intersection crashes, such as
angle crashes or crashes due to red-light-running. The goal of this project is to study the effectiveness of roundabout
signage currently in use in the MAG region.

Transportation Software Development and Support On-Call $250,000
Provide on-going support for model-related software development tasks. Areas of expertise will include FORTRAN,

C, C#, Java, ArcGIS and GISDK and possibly dynamic traffic assignment software (this will depend on the outcomes
of the on-going work.) This on-call service will ensure that development, maintenance and support of the existing MAG
transportation modeling software is uninterrupted.

Development of the MAG Regional Activity-Based Model — Phase 11 $500,000
This is Phase II of a multi-phase, multi-year effort to transition the MAG Travel Demand forecasting model to an

Activity Based Model, which is state-of-art for the industry. Activity based models are thought to best replicate trip
making behavior compared to the traditional four-step modeling process that MAG currently uses. This project ensures
continuity in the activity-based model development. Activity-based model developments takes three to five years to fully
implement. MAG has structured the development in a way that provides clear benefits and deliverables upon
completion of each development stage. This project is planned to continue through FY 2010.

Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) Research of Archived Traffic Data $95,000
The study will evaluate traffic mobility on MAG freeway and arterial networks through new ground truth data sources.

TTI researchers will investigate archived ground truth traffic data provided by leading traffic information companies.
This information will assist MAG in establishing a state-of-the-practice methodology to evaluate MAG region’s traffic
conditions, especially on arterial streets that are currently not monitored.

T'TI Urban Transportation Performance Measure Research $25,000
The Texas Transportation Institute is the leading research group for providing analysis of urban mobility in the U.S. This

research will focus on congestion measurements in the region based on the FHWA metropolitan traffic mobility
database, and will provide continuous research on freight mobility at a state-wide level and arterial mobility data
collection practices.

Public Involvement Disability Outreach Associate $20,000
Federal transportation law requires that environmental justice be part of any transportation plan to prevent discrimination

and to ensure the full and fair participation of minority populations and low-income populations in the transportation
decision-making process. This Associate, as part of the Regional Transportation Plan, assists in a public outreach
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program that ensures the full and fair participation of all potentially affected communities in the transportation decision-
making process.

Transportation Public Involvement Support $30,000
In order to ensure meaningful public input into the statewide transportation planning efforts, it will be crucial to actively

involve members of the public, business, and professional organizations. MAG proposes setting aside funding for public
involvement and community outreach events specifically designed to collect input on the Building a Quality Arizona
project.

Valley Metro Rail Planning Support $500,000
This request will help fund Valley Metro Rail’s staffing needs during FY 2009, providing ongoing planning support and

coordination for the future light rail system.

Safety Evaluation of the MAG Elderly Mobility Sign Project On Call $50,000
The MAG Transportation Safety Committee and the MAG Elderly Mobility Stakeholders Group initiated a Sign Project

in which sixteen jurisdictions are installing street name signs with larger font sizes, advanced street name signs, and
internal illumination signs based on the FHWA Guidelines and Recommendations to Accommodate Older Drivers and
Pedestrians. One component of this sign installation program is a safety evaluation element.

Travel Demand Forecasting Model-Pinal County Review $80,000
The MAG Travel Demand model extends far into Pinal County and the travel demand in Maricopa County also reflects

the population and economic activity in Pinal County. Asinput, the model uses socioeconomic projections and the road
network in Pinal County. Using the planning resources and data that has been collected by CAAG, CAAG will provide
the review and changes necessary to accurately portray the projections and transportation network in Pinal County.

Information Services Program

Digital Aerial Photography $80,000
MAG and MAG member agencies use digital aerial photography for a variety of planning and GIS purposes. In this

rapidly developing area, it is important to have up-to-date imagery to track development and land use, and to plan for
future growth. This project also provides the digital aerial photography to member agencies at no additional cost to the
member agency.

Building and Employment Database $100,000
This contract will ensure that MAG has a building database with appropriate links to employers and with an easy method

for updating the information on a regular basis. An added benefit will be to provide the shape and location of the
buildings in a Geographic Information System (GIS). In that manner, users will be able to represent buildings three-
dimensionally in visualization software. This project will focus on collecting building and employment data from
existing sources and generate new data where none currently exists, developing and building the appropriate database
and identifying sources and procedures for ongoing maintenance. This data will provide a unified employment and
building database to allow for effective socioeconomic modeling and transportation model inputs.

MAGIC Assistance $25,000
This position will allow Information Services staff to provide a greater level of GIS support to MAG staff and MAG

member agencies by assisting in the maintenance of MAG core GIS datasets.

MAG GIS Assistance $25,000
This position will allow Information Services staff to provide a greater level of GIS support to MAG staff and MAG

member agencies by assisting in the maintenance of MAG core GIS datasets.

Activity Based Socioeconomic Modeling Sub-models $100,000
The future direction of socioeconomic and transportation modeling centers around activity-based models, where the

behavior of each person in an area is modeled. The MAG socioeconomic models are headed in this direction and there
are plans to update the MAG transportation models using activity based modeling methods. In order to support the
enhanced modeling efforts of both models, current base and projected socioeconomic data sets must be developed. A
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consultant project is needed to continue to identify, develop, and implement activity based sub-models using the AZ-
SMART framework. Such models include school enrollment, temporal dimensions of employment, and detailed
household characteristics.

AZ-SMART Enhancements—Employment, Classification, and Redevelopment $150,0000
MAG is in the process of developing a statewide socioeconomic model, Arizona Socioeconomic Modeling Analysis

and Reporting Toolbox (AZ-SMART). The objective of the AZ-SMART Enhancements Project is to incorporate a sub-
regional model, database design, calibration, interface, and applications to tie in with current AZ-SMART work.
Specific additional tasks that have been identified include: Modeling employment by industry and occupational
classification; and, methods for modeling redevelopment and infill development.

AZ-SMART Consultant Support for MAG $45,000
MAG is in the process of developing a statewide socioeconomic model, Arizona Socioeconomic Modeling Analysis

and Reporting Toolbox (AZ-SMART). The AZ-SMART socioeconomic modeling suite will primarily support
socioeconomic activities at MAG. AZ-SMART will build upon a model that MAG currently uses, the Subarea
Allocation Model (SAM). The support provided by the consultant will ensure that the state-of-the-art components of
SAM are replicated in AZ-SMART in order to support the MAG transportation model, and better enable member
agencies to determine demands on infrastructure and services.

MAG Associate, Census 2010 $50,000
MAG staff may need assistance in preparation for Census 2010. It is critical that MAG not only have adequate staff

to continue to support existing and planned services and programs, but also be able to adequately address the needs that
will be presented by Census 2010. Itis possible that additional resources may be needed to provide this level of support
in the coming year.

MAG FTE by Division

Summary of Authorized Positions and Full-time Equivalents by Program Area Comparison for 3 Years

FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
Administration 4 4 4
Financial Services 7 7 7
Environmental 11 11 11
Human Services 4 4 4
Transportation 23 23 23
Communications 5 5 5
Information Services 15 16 16
Office Services 5.25 5.25 5.25
TOTAL FTE 74.25 75.25 75.25
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EARLY DRAFT

| FY 2008 Budget Compared to FY 2009 Budget

2007 Actual 2008 Revised 2000 Proposed  § Change FY_ % Change FY.
Revenues By Source Budget Budget 08-FY 09 08-FY 09
Federal $11,094,061 $13,107,645 $23,902,991 $10,795,346 82.36%
State 4,174,165 4,206,630 4,331,791 $125,161 2.98%
Local Dues and Assessments 557,207 606,550 606,550 $0 0.00%
Other 1,282,655 2,552,503 3,016,746 $464,243 18.19%
Less: Restricted Reserves - (1,007,897) (12,080,729)  ($11,072,832) 1098.61%
Total Estimated Revenues Without Carryforward | $17,108,088 $19,465,431 $19,777,349 $311,918 1.60%)
Total Estimated Revenue Carryforward 16,408,385 13,892,656 (2,515,729) -15.33%
Total Estimated Revenue $35,873,816 $33,670,005 ($2,203,811) -6.14%
Expenditures By Division/Function
Publications $150,059 $49,567 $63,439 $13,872 27.99%
Environmental 1,950,823 1,358,059 1,960,646 $602,587 44.37%
Human Services 658,509 1,009,461 700,715 ($308,746) -30.59%
Regional Community Partners (RCP) 3,415 10,000 10,000 $0 0.00%
Program Implementation 4,788,301 4,666,944 4,962,899 $295,955 6.34%
Transportation 6,941,032 8,448,663 7,456,913 ($991,750) -11.74%
MAGIC 88,599 253,972 94,822 ($159,150) -62.66%
Information & Technology 2,138,198 1,715,612 2,180,398 $464,786 27.09%
Local Activity 12,316 606,549 606,550 $1 0.00%
Capital Expenditures 170,197 401,000 214,000 ($187,000) -46.63%
Contingency 945,604 1,526,967 $581,363 61.48%
Total Estimated Expenditures Without Carryforward I $16,901,449 $19,465,43 1| $19,777,349 $311,918 1.60%)
Total Estimated Expenditures With Carryforward 16,408,385 13,892,656 ($2,515,729) -15.33%
Total Estimated Expenditures 35,873,816 $33,670,005 ($2,203,811) -6.14%
$1,526,967
Local Dues and
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E Federal B$1,960,646
0$700,715
[$10,000
l State W$4,962,899
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Agenda Item #5H

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
April 15, 2008

SUBJECT:
Revision to the Social Services Block Grant Allocation Recommendations

SUMMARY:

Under a planning contract with the Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES), MAG annually
researches and solicits input on human services needs in the region. The MAG Human Services Coordinating
Committee develops recommendations for services to meet these needs through the locally planned dollars
under the Social Services Block Grant (SSBG). Services funded by SSBG include assistance to the most
vulnerable people in the region, including very low-income children and families, elderly people, victims of
domestic violence, homeless people and persons with disabilities.

On February 27, 2008, the MAG Regional Council approved the allocation recommendations for the locally
planned Social Services Block Grant dollars be forwarded to the Arizona Department of Economic Security
(DES). On March 13, 2008, the MAG Human Services Technical Committee recommended approval of
moving $55,693 from the pregnant/parenting youth category to the basic needs category in the same target
group. This revision will allow the agency that receives the funding, the City of Phoenix, to better utilize these
funds while continuing to offer services to pregnant teens through other programs. The City of Phoenix
program that has historically received these funds has been eliminated. This revision will leave $38,283 in the
pregnant/parenting youth category for use by other agencies.

PUBLIC INPUT:

An opportunity for public input was provided at the March 13, 2008 MAG Human Services Technical
Committee meeting. No input was offered at that time. An additional opportunity was provided at the April
Management Committee meeting. No input was offered at that time.

PROS & CONS:

PROS: DES allows MAG to identify, at the most local level, priority needs to be funded and contracted by DES
in local communities. The Social Services Block Grant is one of the most flexible funding sources, and as
such, is a critical funding source to meet human services needs. This revision allows the agency to fully utilize
the funds in an appropriate manner through a different program.

CONS: The need exceeds the funds available. The funding base at the federal level has not kept pace with
this increased need, causing significant funding shortages at the local level. Recent fiscal constraints have
made service delivery even more difficult at a time when the need for services is increasing.

TECHNICAL & POLICY IMPLICATIONS:

TECHNICAL: The movement of funds from one service to another occurs within the same target group. This
means that the people who were receiving services supported by this funding, pregnant teens, will continue
to receive services through the basic needs case management services supported by the movement of funds.
The clients will continue to receive services despite the pregnant teen parenting needing to be eliminated as
a result of budget reductions at the local level.

POLICY: The basic needs category which will receive the funding is ranked higher than the pregnant teen
category that the funding is being moved from. The ranking was determined by the MAG Human Services
Technical and Coordinating Committees. The movement of funds from a lower ranked service to a higher



ranked service category is consistent with the priorities of the two Committees. This revision also supports
the priority that these funds should be flexible in order to most appropriately meet the needs and best leverage
the resources that exist within the region.

ACTION NEEDED:

Approval that the revised SSBG allocation recommendations for FY 2008-2009 be forwarded to the Arizona
Department of Economic Security.

PRIOR COMMITTEE ACTIONS:
The MAG Management Committee voted to recommend approval of the revision to the FY 2009 Social
Services Block Grant allocation recommendations on April 9, 2008.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Charlie McClendon, Avondale, Vice Chair Darryl Crossman, Litchfield Park
George Hoffman, Apache Junction Christopher Brady, Mesa
Jeanine Guy, Buckeye Jim Bacon, Paradise Valley
Jon Pearson, Carefree Carl Swenson for Terry Ellis, Peoria
Usama Abujbarah, Cave Creek Karen Peters for Frank Fairbanks,Phoenix
Mark Pentz, Chandler John Kross, Queen Creek
Spencer Isom for B.J. Cornwall, EI Mirage Bryan Meyers, Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Phil Dorchester, Fort McDowell Indian Community
Yavapai Nation Brad Lundahl for John Little, Scottsdale
# Kate Zanon, Fountain Hills Prisila Ferreira, Surprise
# Lynn Farmer, Gila Bend Amber Wakeman for Charlie Meyer, Tempe
Joseph Manuel, Gila River Indian Chris Hagen for Reyes Medrano, Tolleson
Community Gary Edwards, Wickenburg
George Pettit, Gilbert * Lloyce Robinson, Youngtown
Ed Beasley, Glendale * Victor Mendez, ADOT
Mark Brown for Brian Dalke, Goodyear Kenny Harris for David Smith, Maricopa Co.
Mark Johnson, Guadalupe David Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA

* Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.
# Participated by telephone conference call. + Participated by videoconference call.

The MAG Human Services Technical Committee voted to recommend approval of the revision to the FY 2009
Social Services Block Grant allocation recommendations on March 13, 2008.

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Carl Harris-Morgan, Gilbert, Chair Joyce Lopez-Powell, Valley of the
+ Bob Baratko, Surprise Sun United Way
Kathy Berzins, Tempe Steven MacFarlane, Phoenix
+ Paige Garrett, Quality of Life Community Doris Marshall, Phoenix
Services, Inc. Jayson Matthews, Tempe Community Council
* Joyce Gross, Buckeye + Joy McClain, Tolleson
Tim Cole for Jeffery Jamison, Phoenix Kyle Moore, DES/ACYF
Deanna Jonovich, City of Phoenix Sylvia Sheffield, Avondale, Vice Chair
C.J. O’'Conner for Jim Knaut, Area Agency Carol Sherer, DES/DDD
on Aging Linda Dillard for Connie Stepnitz, Goodyear
Frances Delgado for Margarita Leyvas, * Patrick Tyrrell, Chandler
Maricopa County

+Those members present by audio/videoconferencing.
*Those members neither present nor represented by proxy.

CONTACT PERSON:
Amy St. Peter, MAG, (602) 254-6300



L1T'69$ L1T'69$ oIe Oy JO WOy WOy Aeme UNI 9ARY OYMm USIP[IYD ISISSY SHOIAYHS YHLTHHS SISTID
“(Teyuowy/eorsAyd)
osnqe pue uopeyoldxd po[Sou  ‘O0USJOIA  OT)SOWOP 99U9[01A dmsowo ()
apnjour Aewr yorym ‘suonenyis sisuo Surousrodxo sorjrurey 199[80N
9E1VEES 9ETVEES pue S)npe o) JOJoYs pue SuIosUNOd ULG)-HOYS OPIAOI] SHDIAYAS YALTAHS SISO | Pue asnqy oououodxy s[enplalpu]  7#
pakorduoun)/ssaowoy (4 1)
‘uoneyodsuen
9€LSIS 9ELSIS Pim  senpialpul - pakojdwoun  Jo - ssajowioy  ISISSY NOILLVLIOdSNVYIL
'$90IN0SAI
ojeudoidde ooas pue jsoddns opiaoid ‘uejd 9o1a10s & dojoaap Sursnoy [euonisuel], ‘ssojowoy (6)
0} urexSoxd Suisnoy [euopisuel) B Ul ‘OOUS[OIA OI)SOWIOP
9LEY9S 9LEV9$ JO SWHOIA SUIpN|oul ‘SOI[TIE]/S|ENPIAIPUL SSO[OWOY ISISSY INHFWHOVNVIN dSVD ponunuoo - [#
*s001n0sa1 ayeridoidde ainoos I0yj0yS AouoSowry ‘ssojowioy (8)
pue ue[d 9014105 © dO[OASP 0} 19)]9Ys AoUSSIOWS U S|ENPIAIPUI
6S0°ELTS 6S0°€L1S $S3[oWOY 0} $001AI0S pue j0ddns Jo Aeue peolq € IPIAOI] INHWHOVNVIN 4SVO
*Kouaroygyns-J19s oAdyoe 0} ueld e Surdojoasp ur Juaro
ot Sunsisse pue ‘pajuasard (S)wa[qoid S)RIPIUIUT ST} SA[OSII
o) ueyd e Jo yuowrdojoAop oy ur Sunsisse ‘soomosai gjeridoidde
Suifynuopr  “poddns Surpraord £q (Summonouny  Ajruey
‘ssons ‘osnqge ‘uonunu ‘Suisnoy ‘[eloueuly) SUOHENIS SISLID spaoN o1seg ()
Jo AyoureA & yyim Sur[eap Ul SOIIUIE) PUE S[ENPIAIPUL SISSY
TL9°9L6$ 6L6°0T6$ - INHWHDVNVIN HSVD
*SaNI[IqesIp [ed1sAYd oARY 10 A[10p[d palqesiq
[s'6€L°T88] [s'6€LT8$] oIe Oy STENPIAIPUL SSO[OUIOY 10 SUISNOTY [PUONISURI) SPIACI] Ppue A[Jop[H 9Ie OYMm SSI[OWOH
oy 103 Sursnoy [euonisuel], (L)
*spaou Sursnoy LousFiouro
2ImnJ 9sBAI09P 0} SIOIAINS dAToddns pue I0)[OYS SSO[OWIOY S[enpIAIpU]
[s'6£LC8%] [s'6€L28$] KouoSiowro ue B 10)]oYS YIIM SOI[IWUE] SSO[OWOY OPIAOI] pue sorrwe, ssojowoy (1) *Kousrorjyns-J1os Jo
[9AS] ® UTE))E 0) PUE SPIAU JISkq JOoUI 0)
6LY'S91$ 6LY'S91$ - Y4LTHHS - YHLTHHS | °lqeun ore UAIP[IYO PUe SOI[IUES ‘SINPY  [#

NI¥QTIHO Pue STITIAY4 ‘SLINAY :dNOYD 139AVL
SNOLLYGNIWNOO3Y LNVHO Y9078 SIOIAYTS TVID0S 6002-8002 -~ ALNNOD VAOIIV :} LOI1SIA



‘Sururen
qol jueasor pue sofem ojenbope
M sqol umjulew pue puy o)

*POPUSUILIOIDT *POPUSUIIOIDT woy) 9]qeus o) poddns pue uopeonpa
spuny DESS ON spuny DESS ON QUOWSZeINOdUS  PISU  S[ENPIAIPU] p#
“POPUSUIIOIDT “POPUSWIIO00] ‘S[enpIAIPUL [[&
Spuny HYSS ON Spuny DESS ON 10y 3]qe[TeAR 10U ST FUISNOY J[qePIOYY e#
‘sesnqe p[ryo ONINIVYIL
‘POPUSWITIOI2T *POPUSWIO3T Tenuojod juoasid 0y s1o8euss) jueudold sjoSIe) osje 901AI0S STIDIS ONLINTIVd  (L€)
spunj DESS ON spunj DESS ON SIYL "USIPIIYO JO 399[3au pue asnqe judAa1d o3 syuared urel],
‘Aousrorgyns ymo x Sunuaredaueudory  (87)
€£87°8€S 9L6°€6$ -JI9S 9AQIYOE 0] $9OINOSAI AIBSSIOOU 2INO3S pue swa[qoid
SyRIpPIWIW] 9AJ0SaI 0) PnoA Junusred pue jueudord jsissy INAWNIOVNVIA ASVD
*901AI9s Jo 2dA3 ST Jo AjIfIqe[reAe oy) puedxs 0} Jnq ‘sI2INOS
Surpung 010 juejddns o3 Jou s1JuUI Y], ‘SuIPes [00YDS 10
Arunwnos € ur pap1aoid oq Aew 90UR)SISSY "SISSAI)S AJTure]
1o ‘Ayron0d ‘Gurjopour oo1 genbapeur ‘Sunuasied senbapeur wIpPIYD IS YSIH - (61)
woiy Suninsal pryo oyy uodn syoeduwnr sSoIppe AJLIBPUOIIS
Aewr 901AJOS QUL  suonEyW| [euopounj 1o ‘AdeIdI ONITASNNOD
‘ooueutiogod [00yds 100d ‘UI20)SI-J[3S JO o] S=P[IYO ot HONVAINO/NOLLNIAYHLNI
120°LY$ 120°LYS 1u0A21d 0) PIYO =3sL1 Y31y, & 0) APodlIp Surosunod apiaoig HAILYOddNS panunuo) g
'$99IN0SAI AJIUNUIUIOD PUE SIJTAISS Uewiny
openrdordde 0) ss900€ puUE JNOGR UOHBULIOJUL JO A)[Iqe[IEAR
oY) 2Insud 0) pue ‘s[enplalpul 9[qiSIe oY) Jo Aouororyns
-J]os pue £joJes ulejurew IO oseaIou] 0) ‘s[enpialpur 3[qidye
Jo Suroq []oM [EJUSW PUR [BUOTOWD 1) 9A0IdWIT 0} 918 991AI0S SWBOIA
SIy) Jo s[eod oy 'S90I0Sal AJUNURLOD JO UOTIEIIIUIPT 90UD[OIA omsawo( jueneding  (81)
pue jpoddns wio)-poys Surpiacid UO  SISNOOJ  9ITAISS
siyl 'Ajuno) edoSLBIA Ul SI0)OYS OOUS[OIA ONSSWOP o) ONITASNNOD
WOIJ SUI0) JB) 901AIOS JOJ S[BLISJAI 0) U9AIS o pnoys Kjuord ADINVAIND/NOLLNIA YALNI
Teeors (43114 JSIY pue 9pIMAIUNOD Popiaoid G 0) PAPUSIUL ST IIALSS STLL, HAILYOddNS

'S[e130J01 (SdD) SIIIAISS 9A199}0IJ PIIYD A[uo
10U ‘S90IN0S JO AJOLIBA B UIOY POLIOJOI USIP[IYO 10] PIpusjul
-wondnisip Ajurey snoues Jupustadxd

ST 9d1ATOS QYL

uaIp[IyD Aemeuny pue uaipiry) (9)

NIYATHO Pue S3ITIAVA ‘SLINAY :dNOY9D 13DV

SNOILVYANIWINOI3Y LNV Y079 STIINYIS TVID0S 6002-300Z - ALNNOD YAODRIVIN | LOIMLSIA




*POPUAIITIOI
spuny HESS ON

*POPUSUIIODAI
spung DESS ON

pue ‘uonodjold pue A1INd9s Yym W)
9p1ao1d “USIP[IYD SIMINU [[IM YOIYMm
‘aroydsoune o]qe)s ‘oanisod & urejurenr
pue dojoaop o3 wpoddns onnbax
USIp[IYd> pue Sjuejul mim SIl[TUre

L#

*POPUSUILIOII
spuny DESS ON

*POPUSIUIO]
spuny HESS ON

("suonruysp 2391dwo0d 210w 10§ I
99G) su013 jutof 119Y) Jo sowoono oYy Joj Ajiqisuodsal
[enpiAlpur  oje3ojop pue  sompoooid pue  S9OIAIOS
Mmau 3jenyeAd pue juswodun ‘uerd Ajputof ‘sosmosar jood 03
9013e s1ouIed "SuIpunj paIeys pue s|eos UOWIUOd U0 PIseq
‘S901A10S 9p1A0Id 0} ‘S)uouIoaISe uanLm yInoay ‘10Ye50)
Sumurof suonezuedio [eo0] I0 sa1OUSE ‘SOPIUNUILOY) :SB
PAULJOP SI UONEBIOQR[[0)) JUSWIUIIOD JO SI0N9] paudis Aq
PIjuAINOOP “so10UsTe Juowe 110JJ9 IANBIOqR[[00 SaInbay]

‘spreme pue s[esodoid [[e Jo sjuouodwios pesmbor are
Sunoda pue A3010poyjoW UOTJBNBAD SUIOIINO PUB SSI00I]

‘ynod 23p Y31y
4orun{ y3noayy Livjuswa)a 4addn uo spspydud ypn--sapad
(91) uaa3x1s y8no.yy savad () aarf sad 4opuv auru y3no.ayy
ua1D34opULY S1243] v2A/appA3 j00YIS (0] panuy) 10U
1nq) 4q paqriosap Ajpiouad Guno) pdodtivpy fo spuapisal
Bunod se pouyop oIe Yinof SSa4JS 242495 0] 24ns0dxd
andsap Aouajaduwiod [p1o0s dojaaap puv ‘Ajisiaapv fo 200f
ayy up ydopp Anfssacons punoqaa yonq Zurids oy L3100dpo
2y se pauysp sI Aouayisa4 ‘yuoyur sty jo soesodind 1o

‘(spuowruonAue SuIAl] =STINOA 10 A)UNUIIOD B UIIIM
SIOJOBJ YSII JO UOLONPAI 9y} SJUSWNOOP PUE SOJEXSUOWIP
pue JSU je YInoA Suowre AOUDI[ISII PISBAIOUT SIUSWINOOD
puB  SOJBISUOWIOP UOIYM OOIAIOS  POSBQ-ANUNUWIIO) e

[rowoo1no yyway 40 vroos aayw3au
D 40f YS14 1D AJUNWULOD 4O [DAPIAIPUL UD
20pd pinoo 1oy} SpAvIDY [DIUDUUOLIAUD
A0 ‘saranfuy ‘sassaujr ‘suonipuoo dyfioads
tuoad4d o1 spoffa pauuvyd 4of sapiaosd
2010428 ST uonulfap Kivuoydiq 7y)

NOLLNAAHYd  (6€)

uowdoraaap oanisod poddns yey
oAk pue UIp[IYd IoJ sonruniroddo
pue sUONIPUOd 9jeaId jJery suwrerdoid
Ayrunurwoo 11oddns 03 poou & st 219y

o#

“POPUSUIIOD3]
Spuny DUSS ON

*POPUSURIO0AI
spuny HESS ON

"URIPIIYO pue sjueyul
10J POPaaU ST U0102j01d puE uoHEONpa
‘uorsiarodns Jo [oA9] ojenbope uy

S#

NIYATIHO Pue SAIMIAYAL ‘SLINAY :dNOYD 139NV
SNOILYANIWWOIIY LNVHO ¥2078 STIIAYIS TYIO0S 6002-8002 -~ ALNNOD VAOOIMV :} LOMMLSIA



TIEYT6°TS

LIE'YT6TS

NOILLVANTNINODTY ONIANNA 4NO¥D LADYV ], TVLOL

*POPUSUIIO0T
spuny DESS ON

*POPUSUITIONDT
Spuny HESS ON

*SOT[IUE) PUR USIP[IYD JO SPI2U PIIJIUSPI
-Kunuwos oy Suneowr o) yoeroidde
PajeUIPIOOd B SYOB] pUR pojuswiSer)
S1 wosAs  AISAIOp  901AIOS oYL T[#

*POPUSUIIONDI
spuny HESS ON

* POPUSUIIOIAI
spuny DESS ON

‘uoneziferodos sanisod
10j senrunizoddo pssu sjenpiAlpu 1|

*POPUSWIIOA]
spuny HESS ON

*POPUSUIIOD31
spuny HESS ON

‘sasneo 119y 10 saroueugard uss)
Aressodouun juoaaid Aew (sor)A3ojens yorym
SurpreSa1 snsussuoo ou aq 03 sreadde oroy,
'swojqold SnowIds IoYjo JO I0JedIpul UB 10
woydwAs e oq Aewr AoueuSord usa ], ‘Jerouss uy
£19100s pue ‘saT[IUIey 119y ‘pIIyo nay ‘sjuored
uao) Ay 10J seduonbasuoo [eroos aaneSou
Jo suuo ur Surrefe s1 sotoueudoid usoy Jo
SOOUB)SWNOIID PUB Joquinu SuIsealout oy ] O [#

“POPUSUIIOI]
Spuny DESS ON

*POPUSUIUO1
spurny DESS ON

'SWoYSAS Ioyjo u1 pajuasadar opun

pue WoIsAs s301AI0S 9A1dS101d PIIYd

pue WSAS 201)sN[ [RUTWILIO U} UT
pajuasardar 1040 a1e Ynok ALIoUIy 6

*POPUSWIUIONI
spuny HESS ON

*POPUSWIUO1
spuny HESS ON

“UonBY oY)
ul 1s9YyS1y 9y} JO SUO 9q 0) SINUUOD
InoA BUOZLIY 958U09) 10J 9)el1 OPIoINS
oyl ‘swojqord 9soy) JO SSIUSNOLIOS
OU) SOSBAIOUI SIDIAIDS UONUIAISIUT
Apes  pue uopmoadrd Jo o]
‘swojqoid (yiesy [ejuow pue oshqe
Snup pue [oyoo[e) Yieay [eIOIABYSq
yim  odod  A[PA109JJ0 0 9Jqrun
aIe USIPIYO PUE SOIES ‘S[ENPIAIPU] 8#

‘o1mng oY) 10§ woy sredsad

NI¥ATIHO Pue S3ITIAVA ‘SLINAY :dNOYD L3DAVL
SNOILYANIWWOIIY LNVH9 #0078 STOIAYTS TYIO0S 60028002 ~ ALNNOD YOOIV :} LOIMLSIA




Agenda Item #5I

Approved at the September 25, 1996
Regional Council meeting and modified at
the April 24, 2002 Regional Council meeting.

MAG REGIONAL COUNCIL
NOMINATION PROCESS

At the April Regional Council meeting, the Chairman will appoint a five member Nominating
Committee from the Regional Council. The past Chairman of the Regional Council, if still a
current member of the Council, will serve as committee Chairman. If the past Chairman is not a
current member of the Council, the Chairman has the authority to appoint a Nominating
Committee Chairman.

2. Regional Council members interested in serving on the Executive Committee should submit their
names to the Chairman of the Nominating Committee.

3. The Nominating Committee will develop a slate of seven candidates. These candidates shall
include a Chairman, Vice Chairman, Treasurer, the past Chairman, and three members at-large.
If the past Chairman is not a current member of the Council, the Nominating Committee shall
nominate an additional at-large member.

4. The Nominating Committee will provide a balanced slate of candidates.

5. This slate will be forwarded to all Regional Council members at least two weeks prior to the
annual meeting (June).



Agenda Item #5J

MARICOPA

ASSOCIATION of
AA GOVERNMENTS

302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 a Phoenix, Arizona 85003
Phone (602) 254-6300 a FAX (602) 254-6480
E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov 4 Web site: www. mag. maricopa.gov

April 15,2008
TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council
FROM: Dennis Smith, Executive Director

SUBJECT: REGIONAL OFFICE CENTER UPDATE AND NEXT STEPS RECOMMENDED
BY THE REGIONAL COUNCIL EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

On April 14, 2008, the MAG Regional Council Executive Committee reviewed a course of action suggested
at a pre-meeting of the agencies involved in the Regional Office Center project. The Executive Committee
is recommending that the analysis of the | 5-year budget proceed, other potential properties be evaluated, the
owner of the property at |* Avenue and McKinley negotiate a first right of refusal on the property with the
agencies involved in the Regional Office Center, and that the agencies terminate the land option payment with
the landowner.

Background: At the March 26, 2008 Regional Council meeting, the future of the Regional Office Center
project was discussed. Staff was directed to invite the partnering agencies, MAG, Regional Public
Transportation Authority (RPTA), and Valley Metro Rail (METRO), and the Arizona Municipal Water Users
Association (AMWUA), to participate in a joint meeting of the boards to discuss the issues involving the Regional
Office Center project to determine if the project will move forward. To prepare for this joint board meeting,
staff was directed to work with the other three regional agencies to schedule a preliminary meeting, consisting
of policy board members and directors, to identify the issues that are outstanding for each of the agencies. This
information would be used to prepare the agendas for a joint meeting of up to four boards on April 23, 2008.

On April 7, 2008, a pre-meeting including the Board Chairs and administrative officials of MAG, the RPTA,
METRO, and AMWUA met to discuss the status of the Regional Office Center. The consensus of the group
was for the agencies to pursue the following avenues to make an informed decision regarding future office space
for their respective agency: |) Rescope the existing Regional Office Center project including using one-half of
the existing parcel, reduce the size of the conference center, reduce the parking garage and evaluate whether
. toinclude the rooftop terrace and media center in the program, renegotiate the price per square foot at the
current project site, and enter into a preconstruction services contract with McCarthy Building Companies for
$500,000 to get to a Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) for the building; 2) Analyze the current agency leases
and project staff growth and the amount that would be spent in the next |5 years and apply that amount as a
tentative budget to consider at different development sites; 3) Direct staff to identify buildings for sale and/or
lease in the Greater Phoenix Metro area; 4) Request David Kaye, the owner of the property at |

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County
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Avenue/McKinley, to not require any additional option payments on his property until a GMP is provided and
analysis for the project has been completed; and that 5) the cost impact of the Regional Office Center could be
considered by the membership of the respective agency boards.

On April 14, 2008, the Regional Council Executive Committee considered the course of action suggested at
the pre-meeting of the regional agencies participating in the Regional Office Center project. It was determined
not to proceed with the rescoping of the Regional Office Center Project and providing the funding for the
Preconstruction Services Agreement with McCarthy Building Companies until a budget for the agencies was
developed. The Executive Committee recommended the following: 1) Analyze the current agency leases and
projected staff growth and the amount that would be spent in the next |5 years and apply that amount as a
tentative budget to consider at different development sites; 2) Direct staff to identify buildings for sale and/or
lease in the Greater Phoenix Metro area; and 3) Request David Kaye, the owner of the property at |*
Avenue/McKinley, to negotiate a first right of refusal on the property and terminate the option payment of
$38,000 per month.

If these recommendations are approved by the Regional Council, staff would present this information to a
meeting of the Executive Committee and the Chairs of the regional agencies. A recommendation would then
be made regarding whether to proceed with the rescoping of the project and the Preconstruction Services
Agreement with McCarthy Building Companies.

If you have any questions, please contact me or Alana Chavez at the MAG office.



Agenda Item #6

MARICOPA

a = ASSOCIATION of
GDVERNMENTS 302 North 1st Avenue, Suite 300 a Phoenix, Arizona 85003

Phone (602) 254-6300 a FAX (802) 254-6430
E-mail: mag@mag. maricopa.gov 4 Web site: www. mag. maricopa. gov

April 15,2008
TO: Members of the MAG Regional Council
FROM: Eric Anderson, Transportation Director

SUBJECT: TRANSPORTATION PLANNING UPDATE

For the past three years, MAG has been working collaboratively with the regional planning organizations
throughout Arizona to address Arizona’s growth and transportation issues. Concurrently, MAG has been
working to address high growth areas in the MAG region with the Hassayampa Valley and Hidden Valley
Transportation Framework Studies. MAG has also implemented a Transit Framework Study and will be
initiating an update of the Regional Transportation Plan. These studies, along with the statewide
Transportation Reconnaissance Study, have laid the foundation for a statewide transportation planning
effort by the Arizona Department of Transportation. This effort has been named Building a Quality
Arizona (BQAZ).

BACKGROUND

Inearly 2006, MAG initiated the Hassayampa Valley Transportation Framework Study to develop the plan
for a transportation system that would support the projected build-out population in the area primarily
west of the White Tank Mountains. The Hassayampa Valley Transportation Framework Study
represented a new approach to transportation planning that emphasized consensus building around a
transportation network that defines future roadway and high capacity transit corridors. A similar approach
was launched in early 2007 for the Hidden Valley, which includes southwestern Maricopa County and
western Pinal County.

In July 2007, the State Transportation Board provided $7 million to complete similar transportation
framework studies for the rest of Arizona, following the overall approach used in the Hassayampa and
Hidden Valley Transportation Framework Studies. The management of the BQAZ process was
subsequently assumed by the Arizona Department of Transportation. Upon the completion of the
framework studies, ADOT intends to develop a revised Move AZ Statewide Transportation Plan.

At the same time that the framework studies are being conducted, the Governor’s Office and a coalition
of business interests, the TIME Coalition, have been discussing the content and schedule for a statewide
transportation ballot measure. These discussions have included the possibility of a measure on the
November 2008 ballot or a possible special election in November of 2009. If a measure is to be on the
2008 ballot, a legislative referendum or an initiative petition is required to place the question on the ballot.
The last day for filing an initiative petition, which requires 153, 365 signatures, must be submitted to the

A Voluntary Association of Local Governments in Maricopa County - S —

City of Apache Junctiona City of Avondale o Town of Buckeye o Town of Carefree & Town of Cave Creeka City of Chandler o City of El Mirage o Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation o Town of Fountain Hills o Town of Gila Bend
Gila River Indian Community o Town of Gilbert a City of Glendale o City of Goodyear 4 Town of Guadalupe a City of Litchfield Park.a Maricopa County & City of Mesaa Town of Paradise Valley a City of Peoriaa City of Phoenix
Town of Queen Creeka Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community o City of Scottsdale.a City of Surprisea City of Tempe & City of Tolleson 4 Town of Wickenburg & Town of Youngtown 4 Arizona Department of Transportation



Secretary of State by July 3, 2008. Referendums must be placed on a general election ballot, which are
held in November of even years. For an off-year ballot measure, for example 2009, the ballot measure
has to be in the form of an amendment to the Arizona constitution.

CURRENT STATUS

The Hassayampa Valley Transportation Framework was completed in February 2008 and the Hidden
Valley Transportation Framework process is about 50 percent complete at this time. ADOT has initiated
framework studies for four other regions that will complete the needed statewide frameworks. ADOT
expects to have these four studies completed by the end of 2008. From January to April 2009, ADOT
will use the information developed in the regional framework studies to create the Statewide
Transportation Planning Framework, leading to a revised Move AZ Statewide Transportation Plan.

In addition to the framework studies, ADOT has been compiling a set of critical transportation needs from
stakeholders around the state. This information is to be used to estimate the order of magnitude of needs
for freeways and highways, transit, and local streets and to identify representative projects in different parts
of the state. The information is intended to be used by the Governor and others to make the case for
additional transportation funding. The outcomes of the transportation framework studies will supersede
the critical needs data for the development of a statewide transportation plan.

The MAG region must comply with the provisions of Section |76 of the Clean Air Act that states that no
project, plan or program can be approved in a nonattainment area unless the required air quality
conformity analysis has been conducted. Only projectsincluded inthe MAG Transportation Improvement
Program and the Regional Transportation Plan have been subjected to air quality conformity analysis. To
meet the ADOT request for critical needs for the MAG region, the MAG Regional Council instructed
MAG staff to work cooperatively with ADOT to provide information that describes the transportation
challenges facing this region, including representative projects that are part of the approved Regional
Transportation Plan. This input was provided to the ADOT consultant for inclusion in the analysis.

Transit Framework Study: MAG has initiated the Regional Transit Framework Study that will define the
long range transit needs and then define the best transit system for the region. The study will look at the
integration of the various transit modes into a seamless system that fosters connectivity between activity
centers, move toward a more sustainable community, and enable mobility through a variety of transit
models that relate to trip purpose and trip length. The study will also provide alternative multimodal
scenarios for policy makers to consider. The outcome of the study will also serve as an important
component of the statewide transportation planning framework. Itis anticipated that the Regional Transit
Framework Study will be complete in spring 2009.

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Update: ADOT is currently analyzing and documenting cost changes
for the freeway component of Proposition 400. Preliminary results from the analysis indicate that freeway
program costs have risen substantially from the baseline costs that were used for the RTP in 2003.
Nationally, construction costs have risen more than 50 percent over the last three years as a result of
global competition for construction materials like Portland cement and steel. Continued increases in oil
prices have trickled through the economy, resulting in an increased cost of many other commodities. The
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cost of diesel fuel, for example, has risen from an average of $1.48 in November 2003 when the RTP
was approved, to $3.37 in February 2008. Currently, the average cost is $3.99. Large increases have
also been seen in right-of-way costs, even with the current downturn in the housing market.

The revenue picture is also not very healthy. The latest two months of sales tax revenue collections,
December and January, have shown decreases from last year's collections of 7.0 percentand 7. | percent,
respectively. Revenues for the eight months of the fiscal year are 1.9 percent lower than last year and
5.2 percent below the forecast. Given the economic downturn, which may stretch into 2009, the revised
sales tax projections that will be made this fall may show substantially lower revenues for the remainder
of the tax, which will put additional stress on both the freeway and transit Proposition 400 programs.

Local Street Needs: MAG staff is analyzing data from cities, towns and Maricopa County on the
expenditures and sources of funding for local street needs. The Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF)
is the primary source of funds to operate and maintain the local street system. The HURF has lost
substantial purchasing power since the last fuel tax increase in 1991, which set the rate at 18 cents per
gallon. In 1991, overall HURF collections were $275 per person, but by 2007 this had fallen to $2 18 per
capita due to inflation and increasing fuel economy. Approximately one-half of HURF is distributed to
cities, towns and counties. Since HURF funding has not kept pace, many local jurisdictions are providing
general fund revenues to try to cover part of the shortfall. With the recent rapid increases in construction
costs, many jurisdictions are now delaying or deleting needed projects because of the lack of adequate
funding.

Public Opinion Survey: MAG has initiated a statewide public opinion survey to better understand how
transportation issues rank with other public policy issues in Arizona and to gauge the public’s sentiment
on various options to deal with the shortage of transportation funds statewide. One aspect of the survey
will be determining citizens’ perspective on election timing for a transportation ballot question in light of
the current economic downturn. This effort is beginning with three focus groups that will help shape the
survey instrument. A stakeholder meeting with the Transportation Policy Committee is planned for April
| 6 to review and gather comments and suggestions on the draft survey instrument. This will be followed
by the statewide telephone survey, with the results expected in mid-May.

QUESTIONS THAT REMAIN

With the objective of a possible statewide transportation ballot measure in the future, a number of core
planning activities and policy questions have to be addressed. In the recent Proposition 400 election in
the MAG region, a well-defined and specific plan was developed and presented to the voters. The plan
included the description of specific highway, street and transit projects, with estimated budgets and an
implementation schedule. In addition, a number of best management practices were incorporated into
state law to ensure that priorities, plan changes, cost changes, and other important elements are handled
inatransparent, public process. InPima County, the successful Regional Transportation Authority election
in 2006 followed a similar process.




With the successful elections in Maricopa and Pima Counties, a well developed plan with a broad
consensus built with the business community and the public at the state level may also be successful.
Before an election date is set, a number of questions should be addressed to ensure that the public
understands the dimensions of the plan and how the funds will be effectively managed.

)

2)

3)

)

Economic Conditions: If voters are going to be asked to invest additional dollars for transportation,
the economic environment at the time of the election is critical. Paying for additional road
construction at atime when many are struggling to meet rising mortgage costs, decreasing housing
values, rising gasoline prices, and lower job creation may result in voters rejecting the measure.
The other side of the argument is that in times of economic distress, transportation projects might
provide a needed economic stimulus.

Revenue Package: No definitive revenue source or funding package has been discussed publicly.
Discussions have included a variety of possible sources, ranging from increasing the state sales tax,
fees for new development, transfer taxes, and income taxes, among others. If a sales tax is
contemplated, A Statewide policy consideration is that, with the combined sales tax rate for many
areas already more than |0 percent, would these areas support increasing the sales taxto an even
higher level? Discussions also have included allocating a portion of the future growth of certain
revenue sources to transportation. With this approach, if the growth of a tax, such as income tax,
is more than three percent for example, then a portion or all of the growth at about that level
would be allocated to transportation. Arriving at an agreement of what revenues would be
included in this concept and how much of the future revenue growth would be allocated to
transportation may be difficult, with the current large budget deficits at the state level and with
local governments struggling with lower than anticipated revenues. Furthermore, many of the
current taxes are shared with local jurisdictions such as the state income tax, sales tax, and vehicle
license tax.

Geographic Return: An important consideration is the geographic return to the different parts of
the state. This policy question needs to consider how much of the new transportation revenue
would be spent in the MAG region versus the remainder of the state. The MAG region depends
on the statewide transportation system for commerce, tourism and recreation, and, therefore,
a portion of statewide revenue generated from the MAG region will be used elsewhere to
improve the statewide transportation network. Currently, approximately 67.6 percent of the
sales tax in Arizona is generated in Maricopa County. What is a fair amount for Maricopa County
to contribute for areas outside of Maricopa County?

Paying for Growth: Much of the demand for new and expanded transportation capacity in Arizona
is a result of the rapid growth being experienced throughout the state, but especially in the central
region. Although local governments levy substantial fees on new development to pay for local
streets, water and waste capacity, parks, fire and other areas of public infrastructure, there is no
mechanism for these types of fees to be levied for regional and statewide infrastructure. Often,
private funding will be used to construct traffic interchanges that are key for accessibility to many




3)

6)

developments, however, no contributions are made for expanding the mainline capacity or to
construct new highways and freeways.

The homebuilding community is concerned about the rising level of fees on new development,
which are passed on to the home buyer. The Arizona Association of Realtors has initiated a
campaign to amend the Arizona Constitution to prohibit the imposition of any real estate transfer
tax. The results of various public opinion polls, however, indicate that voters want growth to pay
for itself.

Fuel Taxes: With historically high fuel prices, which are expected to increase even more, is raising
the fuel tax a viable option? The last increase in the gasoline tax in Arizona was in 1991. The
current rate of |8 cents per gallon does not change with the price of fuel. Arizona now ranks
near the bottom in fuel tax rates compared to other states. In 1991, the Arizona gasoline tax was
about | 8 percent of the cost of a gallon of fuel. Today, the tax represents about 6 percent of the
cost. If the Arizona gasoline tax rate was allowed to change with the consumer price index, the
current rate in Arizona would be about 28 cents per gallon, which would raise an additional $350
million annually. At this level, the fuel tax would represent about 8.5 percent of the cost per
gallon.

In addition, the increasing fuel economy of the fleet has reduced the overall collections per vehicle
mile of travel. Consequently, the dollars raised over time have lost significant purchasing power
in terms of street construction and maintenance costs. Cities and counties largely depend on this
revenue source for basic street maintenance. Rapidly rising material costs over the past four
years, combined with the declining value of fuel taxes, have resulted in delayed street
maintenance and an increasing use of local general fund revenues for street purposes. The results
of various public opinion polls indicate that increasing the fuel tax is not very well supported by
the voters.

Improvements to be Funded: There is no consensus on how the proceeds of a statewide
transportation tax would be divided among the various modes of travel such as freeways, local
streets, bus transit, rail transit, and nonmotorized forms of travel. Since this is a statewide tax,
there are some who believe that the State would determine which projects should be funded.
Others have mentioned that the funds should only be used for projects of statewide significance,
with little discussion about the criteria that would be used.

How project priorities would be set is also unknown. From a statewide perspective, deciding the
priority of projects should be based on a strategic plan for Arizona—including an economic
development strategy that recognizes that transportation investments can be used to further the
economic well-being of the state. For example, how can investments in transportation
infrastructure be made to maximize the economic advantage to Arizona from many of the
developments in Mexico including the expansion of the automobile assembly operations in
Hermosillo and the proposed $4.0 billion seaport at Punta Colonet. Is Arizona only going to be
a land bridge that only serves to move commerce through the state? Or are there opportunities
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to position Arizona as a major logistically hub for staging activities and part manufacturers and
suppliers? How do we take advantage of the growing freight congestion in Southern California
to create opportunities in Arizona without suffering the same fate?

From the perspective of the MAG region, continued investment in all modes is critical. Rising
construction and right-of-way costs will significantly impact ADOT’s ability to deliver the full
Proposition 400 freeway program without either additional funds or extending t& THE program
beyond 2025. Based on input received from a number of jurisdictions, the shortfall to build and
maintain a quality local street system is large and may be in the order of magnitude of $9.0 billion.

The first segment of the light rail program is scheduled to open in December 2008. With the
demonstrated success of light rail once it is operational, there may be increased public pressure
to accelerate and expand the light rail program. MAG has also just initiated the Regional Transit
Framework study that will result in additional regional transit needs being identified in early 2009.
There is also great regional interest in implementing a commuter rail program. The Governor’s
Office has discussed implementing passenger rail service between Tucson and Phoenix. This
would create the first piece of rail service that would connect the Southeast Valley to downtown
Phoenix. This service could be expanded to the Southwest Valley in the Union Pacific corridor
and the BNSF corridor to serve the Northwest Valley.

Program Management: In the MAG region, a number of best management practices have been
adopted to ensure that the Proposition 400 program is managed in an effective manner. Many
ofthe management practices were developed during the implementation of the 1985 Proposition
300. Additional elements were added as part of the 2004 Proposition 400. In 1992, the Arizona
Legislature passed a bill that required that MAG approve material cost changes to the freeway
program. This was expanded to include all components for the Proposition 400 program. The
Transportation Policy Committee is now in state statute, with a defined role in the development
of the RTP and the implementation of the Proposition 400 program. State law also includes the
process of how major amendments to the RTP are handled. Importantly, the life cycle programs
that are in place for the freeway, transit, and street components of Proposition 400 are required
by state law.

For a statewide program, these types of management practices have not yet been discussed.
Importantly, the overall question is: Who is going to be responsible for the management of the
program at the state level, or will the funds be distributed to and managed at the regional or local
level? This question is critical to address so that regional and local officials, the business community
and, importantly, the public, understand how the program is managed and who is accountable
for the delivery of the program.

Our region and the state of Arizona are facing tremendous growth challenges and opportunities. How
and when we invest in transportation facilities will be essential to our future. Your input into the MAG
process is important. If you have any questions, please contact me at the MAG office.
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